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THE METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 


Last Saturday and to-day we have presented to our 
readers the fullest report which our limits would 
possibly allow of the proceedings of the meeting held at 
Manchester. It wiil be seen that the business extended 
over three days, and yet only about half of the papers 
on the list had been read, nor had the discussions 
which arose been, in any instance, unreasonably 
prolonged. 

We cannot but regret that the Chairman’s opening 
address was principally devoted to refuting imputations 
upon the Managing Committee, which it seemed, 
however, to be unwise to leave without a distinct 
answer. The time of the meeting would have been far 
more agreeably occupied in reviewing the proceedings 
and anticipating the future of the Association. But on 
the second day more interesting topics were discussed, 
and the expected hospitalities of the Manchester Asso- 
ciation had brought an accession of members to the 
meeting. Considering that the powerful rivalry of the 
Art Treasures Exhibition was operating throughout, we 
think that the reading and discussion of the papers was 
carried on with a very fair amount of zeal and diligence. 
So far as we can judge from necessarily brief abstracts, 
we should expect that the forthcoming report of pro- 
ceedings, containing the papers and notes of the 
most, important speeches and conversations, will be 
a valuable addition to the libraries of members of 
the Association. Most of the papers will admit of being 
read and read again with profit; and, indeed, we should 
say that they are, in general, rather too elaborate 
for the occasion which called them forth. A man who 
makes a speech necessarily regulates its length by the 
extent of his hearers’ leisure, and by the attention and 
interest which they display. But the duration of a 
written paper has been fixed independently of all these 
circumstances, and any attempt to shorten it is apt to 
be abrupt and violent. It is, therefore, very desirable 
for the author of such an essay to consider, not how 
much can be written with vigour and freshness upon his 
subject, but how large a portion of a single morning is 
likely to be cheerfully surrendered to him by an audience 
liable to many other demands upon their attention. Be- 
sides, a man who really wished to promote the discussion 
ofa favourite theory should aim at calling forth the opin- 
ions of others, rather than at proclaiming and vindicating 
his own. We are disposed to think, that, at future 
meetings, it would be advantageous to develope further 
the oral, and rather to restrict the written, element in 
the proceedings. But, of course, there must always be a 
supply of papers, so as to insure that a proper variety of 
topics be duly launched ; and if it be found impossible 





or inexpeiicnt to exhaust the list of essays, there still 
remains the resource of printing them for the more 
deliberate consideration of members at their own homes. 

The important subject of the education of the 
solicitor, both preliminary to, and during the period 
of, his articles, has been placed at this meeting 
in its due prominence. Three of the papers read 
were directed, more or less immediately, to this point ; 
and readers and speakers alike declared that education 
is the one thing needful to insure that solicitors shall 
do their duty to society, and that society shall do jus 
tice to solicitors. The formation of junior societies, 
composed of articled clerks, and connected with the 
local law associations, appears to us to be a measure of 
very high importance; and it has this advantage, that 
no action or consent of Legislature, judges, or other 
dignified and deliberate bodies need be waited for to 
put it into immediate working. There is no necessity 
for cumbrous formalities, or large expenditure. Where- 
ever it be possible, there should exist some authority 
to guide the studies which these societies of clerks may 
be expected to promote. At Birmingham, a Law 
Students’ Society has flourished for the last ten years; 
and Mr. Johnson, formerly Secretary to this Society, has 
been recently appointed to the law professorship at 
Queen’s College. It may be hoped, that, in this in- 
stance, the Professor will exercise over the Society a 
most beneficial influence ; and the example thus afforded 
by Birmingham will deserve the consideration of the 
other great towns. The arrangements for testing the 
preliminary, and carrying forward the professional edu- 
cation of the articled clerk, must necessarily be, to a 
very great extent, local; and we would urge upon all 
authorities the extension and perfecting of such ar- 
rangements, at the same time that we do not cease to 
look to the Incorporated Law Society, and to the Inns 
of Court, to develop to the utmost those departments 
of metropolitan legal education over which they are 
respectively supreme. It was suggested at the meeting, 
that advantage might be taken of one of the latest im- 
provements proposed at Oxford and Cambridge to 
supply, in many cases, a sufficient guarantee of ade- 
quate preliminary education of articled clerks. We 
allude to the plan of examining and granting certifi- 
cates of literary attainment, without requiring residence, 
which it is expected that both Universities will soon 
put into active operation. Not only Oxford and Cam- 
bridge, but all other academical institutions, will do 
well to exert themselves to answer the demand thus 
made by aclass most influential over society for a better 
education of its rising members. We are sure that 
those who have striven to regain for the ancient seats 
of learning a more national and comprehensive charac- 
ter, will discern and improve the opening here afforded 
to them ; and will do their utmost to supply that “large, 
liberal, and enlightened education,” which Mr. Law- 
rance insisted upon, at Manchester, as the first neces- 
sity of the profession. 

Under the head of Bankruptcy, it will occur to every 
reader of the proceedings that the highest merit of the 
two papers read was the occasion given by them to 
several most valuable speeches. The address of Mr. 
Heelis recounts very plainly his own experience of the 
practice of bankruptcy in Manchester ; and Mr. Law- 
rance was equally unreserved as regards the business 
done in London. We have thus the very best possible 
authority both on the provincial and the metropolitan 
aspect of Bankruptcy courts and offices; and we do 
not think it will appear that anything more practical 
has been said upon the subject by any of the more 
active and prominent law reformers who have this week 
congregated at Birmingham. If we wished to finda 
good example of the utility of gatherings like that which 
has taken omy at Manchester, we could not possibly 
do better than refer to this discussion upon bankruptcy. 
Not only the body of solicitors, but the public also, is, 
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or might be, informed of the actual present working of 
the system, as observed by those who are in hourly 
contact with it. It cannot be doubted that the chief 
speakers on this occasion possess, in a high degree, the 
knowledge and skill which are necessary to successful 
attempts at law reform. Solicitors have done much to 
improve our methods of procedure, and they have pro- 
posed and striven to effect much more. One result of 
the establishment of the Association has been, to gain 
for the voice of the profession a more attentive hearing ; 
and we believe that the discussion held on Friday last, 
at Manchester, will do much to add to the future weight 
of the collective representations of solicitors. If any 
of our legislators want to know what are the most cry- 
ing evils of the bankruptcy system, and where the most 
ready remedies should be sought, let them read and con- 
sider the speeches of Mr. Heelis and Mr. Lawrance, 
published, as we hope they will soon be, in the report 
of the proceedings of the Association. 

We shall have other opportunities of considering, at 
greater length, all that was read and spoken upon 
many and various topics at this meeting. We think 
that the Managers of the Association are entitled to 
look back upon the occurrences of last week with un- 
mingled pleasure, and to draw from them the happiest 
auguries of future prosperity, and an ever-extending 
sphere of usefulness. It appears to us, too, that the 
selection of Bristol as the next place of meeting was a 
wise measure. The Association honestly aims to be as 
catholic as its name implies ; and, therefore, the utmost 
should be done to enlarge its influence in the South 
and West, as well as in the North of England. 


_— <> 


THE BIRMINGHAM CONFERENCES. 

The National Association for the Promotion of Social 
Science may not, perhaps, do much in the way of origi- 
nal discovery; but there are other modes in which it 
may be of use to the cause which it has taken up. In 
the section which to us at least appears the most 
important, that of jurisprudence and the amendment 
of the law, we have already some gratifying facts to 
record. We cannot pretend to have learned much 
from the discursive speech with which Lord John 
Russell opened the proceedings; but if the Birming- 
ham meeting does not give us any new truths, it may 
be no less serviceable if it adds new men to the phalanx 
of law reformers. Lord John Russell has always 
shown a disposition to support the amendments which 
have from time to time been proposed in our jurispru- 
dence ; but, after the prominent position which he has 
assumed at the Birmingham meeting, it is only fair to 
expect that his influence will be exercised with increased 
energy in favour of the various projects of law reform 
which urgently call for the action of Parliament. We 
are particularly glad to find that the section has devoted 
a share of its attention to the important subject of land 
transfer, and has been the means of eliciting from Sir 
Fitzroy Kelly a warm declaration of his adhesion to the 
general principles of the scheme which was recom- 
mended by the recent Commission. The many diffi- 
culties of mechanical detail which have been supposed 
to be fatal to the project were estimated by Sir Fitzroy 
at their true value, as obstacles which require nothing 
more than the use of means already within our reach to 
surmount them successfully. The other, and the only 
material cavil against a general registration of title is 
that which is expressed by the ery that it would expose 
the tenure of land to all the same risks from fraud 
which now affect an interest in settled stock. The 
assertion, as we have often pointed out, is not true to 


nearly its full extent; for there would be much less 
facility for a fraudulent transfer of a specific piece of 
land, the possession of which is a matter of local noto- 
riety, than there now is for a fraudulent transfer of 





stock. But if the fear were justified that land would 


—= 


not be more safe than stock, we agree with Sir Fitzroy 
Kelly that there is no very serious ground for alarm, 
No doubt fraud would be possible, as it is now, in the 
case both of stock and land; but Sir Fitzroy hit the 
true answer when he said that, practically, we tiever 
hear of it. At least, if this is not literally true, it is 
undeniable that we do not hear of frauds in stock 
more often than—perhaps not so often as—frauds 
connected with land. 

In one point of some importance, Sir Fitzroy 
Kelly proposes to advance more boldly and rapidly 
than the Commissioners were disposed to recom- 
mend. ‘They hesitated to make a regular inquiry, 
followed by a grant of a parliamentary title, the 
indispensable condition of registration in the first 
instance. Their plan was, to leave it optional with 
any applicant for registration whether he would come 
in on the terms of submitting his title to investigation, 
or would be content to obtain exemption from future 
contingencies, and to leave the previous title to consoli- 
date and perfect itself by lapse of time. Sir Fitzroy 
Kelly seems rather to favour the idea of a compulsory 
investigation, and suggests the Incumbered Estates 
Court of Ireland as the model on which the necessary 
tribunal should be constructed. While we cordially 
agree in the importance of having some such court 
established, unJcss, indeed, the existing courts could be 
employed for the purpose, we think that the more 
cautious proposal of the Commissioners is the fairer 
and the wiser course to follow. Landowners, when 
they learn to see their own interests, will be the stoutest 
advocates of a reform which will add a goodly per- 
centage to the market value of their property, but they 
are timid in any matter connected with the tenure of 
their estates, and nothing would be more likely to deter 
them from supporting a measure for the registration of 
title than a provision which would render a quasi-law- 
suit a necessary preliminary to the application of the 
law to their own estates. The less there is of a com- 
pulsory nature about any Bill which may be framed to 
improve the transfer of land, the more likely it will be 
to win the support of the proprietors whose interests it 
will chiefly promote, and without whose co-operation no 
measure of the kind can ever be passed. And it must 
be remembered that the difference between Sir Fitzroy’s 
views and those embodied in the Report is merely one of 
time. On either principle we should come to an indefeasi- 
ble title at last; and the single question is, whether it is 
worth while, for the sake of hurrying the working of the 
new law when it may be adopted, to incumber it with 

rovisions which will increase the difficulty of estab- 
ishing it as part of our legal system? Important as 
the questions we have noticed are, they are still matters 
of detail rather than of principle ; and without alto- 
gether coinciding with Sir Fitzroy Kelly’s views upon 
every point, we cordially concur in his opinion, that the 
ultimate establishment of indefeasible titles, with an 
absolute power to the owner to transfer his property at 
will, would involve a greater amount of good than has 
been effected by any Act of Parliament passed within 
our time. We rejoice to see so able a lawyer as Sir 
Fitzroy Kelly taking a decided part in a movement of 
such vast importance ; and if the Birmingham Associa- 
tion were to do nothing more than attract the serious 
attention of landowners as well as lawyers to a topic 
which so deeply concerns them, it would not have met 
in vain. 





Legal Netos. 


HULL COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Re Harrison, Watson, § Co). 
A meeting for the choice of assignees and proof of debts 
under this bankruptcy was held on Wednesday in the Bank- 
ruptey Court, at Hull, before Mr. Payne, the registrar, officiating 
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for Mr. Commissioner Ayrton. <A large body of creditors and 
solicitors attended to take part in the proceedings. The prin- 
cipal subject of discussion arose upon the tender of a proof by 
Mr. John Scott, on behalf of the Union Bank of London, 
amounting to £26,000, upon certain bills of exchange drawn 
by Burstall & Co., of Quebec, and accepted by the bankrupts. 
These bills were indorsed by Burstall & Co. to the Bank of 
Montreal, and by that bank indorsed and delivered to the 
Union Bank of London, the consideration for the latter indorse- 
ment being the acceptance by the Union Bank of certain bills 
drawn on them by the Montreal Bank to a like amount. It 
was contended in opposition to the proof that these mutual 
acceptances amounted to a mere exchange of paper, and that, 
no money consideration having passed, the proof ought not 
to be admitted. In reply to this argument, it was alleged 
that the Union Bank were the bond jide holders of the bank- 
rupts’ dishonoured acceptances, and that it was not imperatively 
necessary that there should be a money consideration, a 
valuable one being quite sufficient. His Honour assented to 
this view of the matter, and the proof was admitted. <A long list 
of debts was proved, amounting in the whole to 308,9917. 11s. 2d ; 
the amount of claims by ereditors not yet proved is £10,000. 
Among the proofs were the Bank of Upper Canada for £6,000; 
Bank of British North America £47,420; Union Bank of 
London, £21,000; City Bank of Montreal, £5,000; London 
Joint-Stock Bank, £23,450; Bank of England, £15,711; the 
executors of Mr. C. Bamford, jun., £29,312; and Mr. C. 
Bamford, £35,327. The assignees chosen are Messrs. J. B, 
Barkworth, of Cottingham ; Mr. Chapman, of Leadenhall-street, 
London; and Mr. Christopher Simpson, of Hull. 





BRISTOL BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Hitt.) 


At the sitting of the Court, on Thursday the 8th instant, 
his Honour said that the Registrar had complained to him that 
the bills for taxation, previous to the audit sittings, instead 
of being delivered five days before the day appointed, in many 
instances only came to his hands on the very morning on 
which the audit was fixed. This practice led to great incon- 
yenience, and almost necessitated a hasty examination of the 
accounts thus submitted for taxation. He (the learned Com- 
missioner) wished it therefore to be distinctly understood, that 
for the future the rule would be strictly observed, which 
provided that bills of solicitors and messengers should be 
delivered to the Registrar for taxation five days before the 
audit; and if the audit were adjourned by default of any soli- 
citor or messenger in that behalf, the parties so in default 
should pay the costs of adjournment. 





LIVERPOOL COUNTY COURT. 


On Monday morning, at the Liverpool County Court, there 
was a full attendance of the local members of the bar, and of 
the legal profession generally, for the purpose of giving weight 
by their presence to the valedictory addresses to be made on 
their behalf to Mr. Pollock, on his retiring from the judgeship of 
that court. 

After Mr. Pollock had taken his seat on the bench, and dis- 
posed of a few remaining cases on his list, 

Mr. Bratr expressed the regret of the profession at the retire- 
ment of Mr. Pollock from the duties, in discharge of which he 
had ever manifested courtesy with firmness, and which he iad 
administered in a manner to command the esteem and regard 
not only of the members of the profession, but of this great com- 
mercial community in general. In retiring from his office, the 
members of the profession indulged in the anxious hope that 
the cessation from the laborious duties of the office would restore 
him to health, which had been thus impaired. 

Mr. Lace, President of the Liverpool’ Law Association, on 
behalf of that body, then addressed his Honour. In doing so, 
he said he did not think it was any atrogation to say that 
he represented the feeling of the whole of his professional 
brethren. He had to offer to Mr. Pollock a_ resolution 
passed that morning by the Law Society, expressive of the very 
great regret that this was the last time they would see him on 
that bench dispensing justice, and this more especially when 
they considered the cause which compelled him to retire. He 
(Mr. Lace) had almost grown grey in the service. Some thirty 
or forty years ago he felt that there was a great want in the 
administration of justice to the poor, and he made some attempts 
to get a court established in connection with the business of the 
county magistrates, in the distribution of justice to the lower 
classes. At that time he was told suck a thing was impracti- 





cable. Mr. Pollock had shown, that not only could justice be 
done by the same judge to the lower classes, but that the very 
highest and very nicest points of law could be decided in that 
court as well as in the courts above. Mr. Pollock had not 
only given them the advantage of sound law, but they had 
at all times received from him the comfort of courtesy and con- 
sideration. After some further observations, Mr. Lace concluded 
by reading the resolution of the Law Society, which was as 
follows :— 

“That this Society records its deep sense of the loss which the public 
and the legal profession will sustain by the retirement of a judge whose 
conduct on the berich has been alike remarkable for the justice of his 
decrees as for the unwearied patience and urbanity exercised towards the 
suitors and practitioners in court; and this Society unfeignedly regrets 
the cause which has led to his retirement, and earnestly hopes cessation 
from judicial labour will restore his health, and enable him to enjoy a 
long life of happy and useful years.” 

Mr. PoLtock, in responding to the address, said: Gentlemen, 
I sever, with deep regret, the connection which has for some 
years existed between us. On all occasions I have found that 
the consideration extended to me was far greater than I deserve, 
You will not expect me to enter into many of the topics to 
which Mr. Lace has alluded. Some of them are of great im- 
portance. I have laboured for them while here, and, God 
sparing me life and strength, I hope to labour for them hereafter. 





THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCE- 
MENT OF SOCIAL SCIENCE. 

The first meeting of this association took place on Monday 
last at Birmingham, on which occasion an inaugural address 
detailing the scope and objects of the association was delivered 
by Lord Brougham. On Tuesday, Lord John Russell presided 
over the section charged with the consideration of all subjects 
belonging to Jurisprudence and the amendment of the law. Mr. 
E. T. Wakefield read a paper on the Transfer of Land. He 
adverted to the evils resulting from the operation of the present 
law, especially as relates to the production and verification of 
title, the result of which was expense, delay, and disappoint- 
ment, no matter whether the transfer was of one or one thousand 
acres. He advocated, as an amendment in the present law, a 
plan by which certificates would be granted with an indorse- 
nient of an abstract title. Mr. E. Fawcett also read an elaborate 
paper on the same subject. He proposed the division of the 
kingdom into registration districts and the appointment of 
registrars ; that land should be registered by letters or figures on 
the orduance maps; and that the certificate of title given by 
the registrars should be the only title demanded. 

Mr. 8. S. Lloyd, of Birmingham, read an interesting paper 
containing suggestions for a new Bankruptcy Law. Mr. 
Hawes and Mr. Rayner also read papers upon the same subject. 
Mr. Hastings, the secretary, urged an assimilation of the law 
of England with that of Scotland as regarded Bankruptcy. 
The pressure on our space compels us to hold over a more 
detailed report of the proceedings of this section, but in our 
next publication, we will give it all the attention which it 
deserves. 





The Dean and Canons of Christ Church, Oxford, have ap- 
pointed Charles William Lawrence, Esq., of Cirencester, M.A., 
late Fellow, and now Steward, of New College, Oxford, the 
Chapter Clerk and Steward of their Society, in the room of the 
late Germain Lavie, Esq. 


Sir Alexander Cockbnrn, the Lord Chief Justice of the Com- 
mon Pleas, has arrived in town from a tour in Germany. 


Mr. John Tyrrell is appointed Recorder of Bideford and of 
South Molton, in the room of Mr. Mackworth Praed, deceased. 


At a meeting of the Liverpool Chamber of Commerce on 
Monday last, a report from the Commercial Law Committeee on 
“The United Kingdom Writs Bill” was brought up and 
adopted. The Bill purports ‘to enable parties to bring actions 
into any part of the United Kingdom where causes of actions 
arise against parties residing in any other part of the same.” It 
was referred back to the committee to take the necessary steps 
for its introduction into Parliament. The same committee also 
submitted a paper touching upon subjects relating to commercial 
law, for submission to the national conference about to assemble 
at Birmingham. The points embraced in the paper were the 
Bankruptcy Law, the Registration of Partnerships, the Judg- 
ments Execution Bill, and the United Kingdom Writs Bill. 
The paper was adopted, and ordered to be forwarded. The 
other subjects on the paper were adjourned to a future meeting. 


It is said that Lord Palmerston has recently, in the most 
handsome manner, tendered to the Attorney-General, Sir 
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Richard Bethell, the important office of Judge of the New 
Court of Probate and Divorce, but that the Attorney-General 
has thought proper to decline the office, considering that the 
circumstance of his having had the carriage of the Bills in the 
Lower House might lay him open to the imputation that his 
exertions in connection with them had not been of that dis- 
interested character which Parliament and the public have at 
his hands a right to expect.—The Standard. 


The resignation of Mr. Pollock, as county court judge, has 
called forth a general expression of regret from all classes of the 
community. His intellectual acumen, his extensive erudition, 
his patience, and his excellent temper peculiarly qualified him for 
the office of ajudge. It is understood that Mr. Pollock’s con- 
stitution is suffering merely from wear and tear, and his physi- 
cians encourage him to expect that a year’s rest, spent amongst 
other more congenial pursuits than trying cases of debt in a 
county court, will restore him to his former self. Mr. Pollock 
was for some years a very distinguished criminal advocate in 
Manchester, where he divided the palm with his principal and 
most brilliant and successful competitor, the late Mr. Serjeant 
Wilkins. His appointment to the position of judge of the Liver- 
pool County Court was made by the Earl of Carlisle, the present 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, when holding the office of Chan- 
cellor of the Duchy of Lancaster. That appointment was 
made on the dismissal of Mr. Ramshay, on the termination of 
the prolonged and exciting inquiry which created more popular 
irritation in Liverpool than we ever remember to have been 
caused by any other local event. With regard to Mr. Pollock, 
we may say, with truth, that he displayed eminent ability in 
every department of the law, and that he obtained and deserved 
the general esteem and friendship of the bar. The salary of 
the judgeship of the court is £1,500 a year, in relinquishing 
which, we believe, Mr. Pollock retires with a pension of £1,000 
a year.—Liverpool Albion. 


Mr. J. K. Blair has been appointed to the judgeship of the 
Liverpool County Court, vacant by the resignation of Mr. Pol- 
lock. Mr. Blair was called to the bar in June, 1835, since when 
he has regularly practised on the Northern Circuit, on which he 
has latterly held numerous briefs. He has resided for many 
years in Liverpool; he has for some time, at Salford, filled the 
office of judge of the Court of Record; and he was very recently 
appointed Deputy-Recorder of Liverpool; which two offices he 
will now resign. Mr. Blair’s promotion will be a source of 
satisfaction to his professional friends, amongst whom he has 
always been esteemed for the urbanity of his manners in every 
office of a public capacity which has brought him in contact with 
them. 


> 
_ 


The French Tribunals, 


The Civil Tribunal of Paris was occupied on Saturday last 
with a very remarkable case. A Brazilian gentleman of con- 
siderable property, named Peres D’Oliveira, sought the interven- 
tion of the Court under the following circumstances :—He stated 
that he had the misfortune, in 1854, to form an intimate con- 
nection with Mademoiselle Euphémie Verger, the sister of the 
assassin who, it will be in the recollection of our readers, mur- 
dered the Archbishop of Paris. He had by her two children, a 
boy and a girl, and he caused them to be registered as his 
own, a course which, his advocate stated, few persons in his con- 
dition would have consented to. It was, moreover, his intention 
to have married Mademoiselle Verger, and for this purpose he 
had obtained from Brazil the necessary certificates. In the in- 
terim, however, her brother committed the atrocious crime for 
which he had been executed, and M. D’Oliveira felt that his 
marriage with the sister of an assassin was no longer possible. 
Nevertheless, he preserved his intimacy with Mademoiselle 
Verger, and would have continued to do so had he not dis- 
covered that she had appropriated the money he had given her 
to pay tradesmen, and had run up debts without his knowledge, 
which he was compelled to pay. He then resolved upon a se- 
paration, and he took the girl with him, leaving the boy under 
her protection. Having, however, learned that she neglected 
the child in the most scandalous manner, he now sought the in- 
tervention of the Tribunal, and prayed that the Court would 
order his son to be delivered up to him. In support of the 
allegation, that Mademoiselle Verger was unfit to be trusted with 
the care of the boy, several of her letters were read to the 
Court. They were all of the most violent description, and 
dealing in epithets by no means complimentary to M. 
D’Oliveira. In one she entered into the following curious 











calculation. She said that she had “sold hersclf” to him, and 
had stopped with him altogether 1,129 days. She estimated 
that ten francs a day was a moderate recompense for her ser- 
vices, for “a girl who passes a day with a man is worth more.” 
She was, therefore, she concluded, entitled to 11,290 francs. He 
had paid for her maintenance five francs a day, and she had 
appropriated some sums belonging to him. These sums would 
make a total of 8,145 francs. Deducting these from the 11,290 
francs, there remained, therefore, due to her 3,145 francs. So 
that, if M. D’Oliveira paid himself 2,000 francs that he said she 
had robbed him of, he would still remain indebted to her. On 
the part of Mademoiselle Verger it was represented that M. 
D’Oliveira had seduced her when she was a simple workwoman, 
living innocently with her parents. Her mistress, she stated, 
had one day sent her to D’Oliveira with a letter, and he had 
locked her up in his room, and, in spite of her prayers, kept her 
there until she yielded to his wishes. On his subsequent pro- 
testations of love and promises of marriage, with her mother’s 
consent, she went to live with him. Things went on pleasantly 
until her brother murdered the Archbishop, and then D’Oliveira, 
without pity, drove her from his house, and wanted to keep the 
two children she had borne him. She urged that she alone had 
a right to the children. In the first place, the father was a 
foreigner, and might leave France at his pleasure, and never 
return ; so that, if the children were in his hands, she might 
never see them again. In the second place, she urged that 
D’Oliveira had not shown any care for the children. He had 
not inquired after them when ill, nor had he paid for them when 
at nurse. She was not aware that he had possession of the 
girl, as she had placed it out at nurse; and as to the boy, she 
was ready to maintain him by her labour. Having produced 
various certificates in snpport of her allegations, she contended 
that the Tribunal should reject the demand of D’Oliveira, and 
should, moreover, order him to pay fifty francs a month towards 
the expense of the maintenance of his son. ‘The Tribunal, 
after hearing the public prosecutor, decided that Mademoiselle 
Verger should retain possession of her son; that the father should 
have liberty to see him; and that he should be condemned 
to pay 50 francs a month towards the child's maintenance. 





A very remarkable political trial has been instituted by the 
French Government before the Correctional Tribunal of Colmar, 
on the Rhine. The principal defendant is Count Jules Migeon, 
who has been a popular representative in several successive 
legislative assemblies, and he stands charged with corrupt 
electoral practices at the last election for Belfort, where he 
was returned by a majority of 7,000 votes over the Govern- 
ment candidate, M. Nicole, an advocate of the Belfort bar. 
Nineteen persons were to have been prosecuted along with 
Count Migeon, but the charges against eighteen of them have 
been abandoned. The indictment is a curious document, and 
is as follows :—Whereas it sufficiently appears against Migeon 
—1. That, on the occasion of the last elections, he, from the 
month of February to the month of June, did, in order to 
further his own candidature, both by himself and his agents, 
by means of false news and other fraudulent manceuvres, 
surprise and divert suffrages. 2. That he made promises to 
electors of public or private posts and offices, if they would 
vote for him. 3. That he influenced the votes of divers public 
functionaries, by threatening them with the loss of their situa- 
tions. 4. That, both by word of mouth and in writing, he 
did by himself and his agents, and particularly by writings 
hawked about in large quantities, and also distributed in large 
quantities through the post-office, circulate statements and 
allegations calculated to impair the honour and consideration 
of functionaries of all ranks and degrees in the department of 
the Haut Rhin, both in their private and public capacities. 
5. Against Himbert—that he was an accomplice in the mis- 
demeanors aforesaid, having aided and abetted Migeon in the 
preparation and circulation of the statements aforesaid. 6. 
Against Migeon, that he has publicly hawked and distributed, 
without authorisation, writings not registered, in breach of the 
law of July 27, 1849. 7. Against Migeon, that at Colmar, 
on August 31, 1856, he illegally wore in public the cross of 
the Legion of Honour, and also divers foreign decorations, 
which he had not been authorised to wear by the head of the 
State. 8. Against Migeon, that on the 12th of July last, at 
Rougemont, in the public streets, and also in a tavern kept by 
one Perrot, he publicly, by gestures, words, and menaces, 
insulted Brigadier Gauchat, of the gendarmerie, in the exe- 
cution of his duty. 9. Against Migeon, that, on the 5th of the 
same month, at Sevenant, in the inn kept by the mayor of 
that place, he publicly insulted the Mayor of Bermont, the 
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said mayor being then and there acting in the execution of 
his duty. 

It has been elicited that a number of persons were arrested 
when distributing handbills in the interest of the opposition 
candidate, on the grounds that they could produce no passports. 
Although they were in the immediate vicinity of their habitual 
residence, and their identity might have been easily established, 
they were detained as vagabonds, and placed at the disposition 
of the Procureur Imperial. Monsieur Favre, the advocate for 
Count Migeon, brought to light all these circumstances by his 
cross-examination, and, struck by the system they disclosed, he 
exclaimed “ This then is the liberty we enjoy.” Few of the 
newspapers have ventured, it would seem, to report this expres- 
sion of indignation. Count Jules Migeon has sat as a deputy 
for the department of the Haut Rhin ever since 1849. In the 
Legislative Assembly he took his seat on the extreme right, 
between M. de Persigny and Count Simeon. At that time he 
had been sent to the house by 50,000 suffrages. After the 
coup d’état of 1851 he was looked upon by the Govern- 
ment as a safe and valuable man, and was sent on a special 
mission to Alsatia to propagate Napoleonic ideas. At the 
elections which shortly ensued he appeared as the Government 
candidate for Belfort, and was returned by 25,000 votes out of 
28,000 registered electors. The trial, which excites the most 
intense interest in all circles in France, has not yet concluded. 





Legislation of the Bear, 


20 & 21 VICTORIA, 1857.—( Continued.) 
Car. XLIX.—An Act to amend the Law relating to Banking 
Companies. 

In a previous article upon “ The Joint-Stock Companies Acts, 
1857,”* it was mentioned, that, not only insurance companies, but 
banking companies, were expressly excepted from the operation 
of the Joint-Stock Companies Act, 1856: and that, while com- 
panies of the former description still remain under the regula- 
tion of the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110, and 10 & 11 Vict. ¢. 78 (which 
Acts, as respects them, are still unrepealed), banking companies 
were regulated under the Act which has now come, in its turn, 
under discussion. 

The important change is made hereby that those banking com- 
panies usually known as “ Joint-Stock Banks ” are now, in effect, 
placed under the same regulations, in general, as other joint- 
stock companies; for (by s. 2) the Joint-Stock Companies Acts 
of 1856, 1857 (7. e. 19 & 20 Vict. c. 47, and 20 & 21 Vict. c. 
14), are to be deemed to be incorporated with, and to form part 
of, the Act under discussion. 

But though the machinery of those Acts is henceforward ap- 
plicable to banking companies, the Act under discussion ingrafts 
upon it, as regards them, some very material qualifications; and 
amongst these, the most important of all, perhaps, is that (by s. 
8) no existing or future banking company shall be registered as 
a limited company—the effect of which is, that, if any registered 
joint-stock bank shall be wound up either by the Court or 
voluntarily, each existing shareholder will still be liable to con- 
tribute to an amount sufficient to pay its debts and the expenses 
of the winding-up. The other provisions of the Act under dis- 
cussion may be classed as affecting existing banks, or those 
hereafter to be formed, or both. 


I.—As to Existing Banks. 

By s. 4 every banking company, consisting of seven or more, 
formed under 7 & 8 Vict. c. 113, must, before 1st of January, 
1858, register itself under penalty of the following consequences: 
—1, that the company shall be incapable of suing, but capable of 
being sued; 2, that no dividend shall be payable to any share- 
holder therein; 3, that each director or manager thereof shall 
be liable to a penalty of £5 for each day in default—to be reco- 
vered by any person, for his own use. ‘“ Nevertheless” (pro- 
ceeds the Act) “such default shall not render the company so 
being in default illegal, nor subject it to any penalty or disabi- 
lity ” other than those above specified. 

But, besides joint-stock banks formed under the provisions of 7 
& 8 Vict. c. 113, there also exist certain joint-stock banks formed 
under 7 Geo. 4, c. 46; and with a view to these (it is presumed) 
the 6th section of the Act under discussion provides, that “ any 
banking company consisting of seven or more persons, having a 
capital of fixed amount, and divided into shares also of fixed 
amount, legally carrying on the business of banking previously 
to the passing of this Act, and not being a company hereby 
required to be registered,” may at any time, with the assent of 
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a certain number of its shareholders, register; on which the 
previous provisions under which it carried on business shall cease ; 
saving, however, any powers previously enjoyed by such com- 
pany “of issuing notes payable on demand, or of doing any 
other thing.” And s. 18 declares that the Joint-Stock Com- 
panies Acts, 1856, 1857, shall not apply to any such banks 
until they severally register themselves. There are also provi- 
sions in the Act under discussion (ss. 8, 9, 10) to guard against 
any registration of an existing bank affecting in any way the 
rights or liabilities of the company previously acquired or in- 
curred; or the liability of its shareholders before registration to 
contribute to its debts; or the progress of any legal proceedings 
commenced before the registration. But this is subject, as to 
judgments against the company, to the proviso that no execution 
shall issue against the effects of any individual shareholder or 
member ; but that, if the assets of the company shall be insuffi- 
cient, an order must be obtained for winding up the company so 
registering, in manner directed by the Joint-Stock Companies 
Acts, 1856, 1857. 

Sect. 16 provides, that, on the registration of any existing 
bank, all estate (real and personal), and all choses in action, 
held in trust for it by any person or persons, shall become vested 
in the company ; but that no merger of estates shall take place 
in consequence, without the consent of the company, under their 
common seal. 

Sect. 17 provides for the contingency of any banking com- 
pany having been inadvertently registered under the Joint-Stock 
Companies Acts, 1856, 1857, as a limited company ; and—with- 
out rendering any such bank illegal, or the registration invalid 
—it is made liable to be wound up on the ex parte application of 
any creditor or member; and the contributories are made indi- 
vidually liable to the whole of its debts and liabilities, notwith- 
standing such bank has been registered as limited. 

Il.—As to the Formation of new Banking Companies. 

By s. 13, any seven or more persons associated for the pur- 
pose of banking may register themselves as a joint-stock 
company—subject to the condition that the shares into which 
their capital is divided shall not be less than £100 each. And 
not more than ten persons shall, unless so registered, form 
themselves into a partnership for the purpose of banking. 

The above is what appears to us to be the effect of this 
section. The actual text, for which we refer the reader to 
another part of our impression, has additions which seem to 
serve only the purpose of rendering it obscure. ‘Thus it says, 
that the registration of any bank so to be formed is not to be 
as a limited company; but this was already enacted by s. 3. 
Moreover, after saying that more than ten persons shall not 
hereafter, unless registered, form themselves into a banking 
partnership, it adds “or, if so formed, carry on the business of 
banking.” But if this last clause of the provision refers to such 
companies as are mentioned in the 6th section, their registra- 
tion is by that section made optional. Is the 13th section, then, 
intended pro tanto to repeal the 6th? And yet we do not see 
to what other banks than those referred to in that section this 
clause can be meant to apply. 

IiI.—As to Registered Banks generally. 

The 11th section directs that all registered banks are to be 
wound up in the manner directed by the Joint-Stock Companies 
Acts, 1856, 1857; and that the “ Winding-up” Acts (7 & 8 
Vict. c. 111, 11 & 12 Vict. c. 45, and 12 & 13 Vict. c. 108) 
shall have no application to such companies. 

The 12th section repeals the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 113, as to all 
banks hereafter to be formed, and, with regard to any particu- 
lar bank now existing, from the time that such bank registers. 
And to this section is appended the following clause :—‘ And 
notwithstanding anything contained in 7 & 8 Vict. c. 113, or 
in any other Act, it shall be lawful for any number of persons, 
not exceeding ten, to carry on in partnership the business of 
banking in the same manner and upon the same conditions in all 
respects as any company [query, “co-partnership”], of not more 
than six persons, could, before the passing of this Act, have 
carried on such business.” We apprehend the meaning of this 
is to authorise a firm of private bankers to consist of as many as 
ten members, instead of, as heretofore, six only. 

The 14th section declares that no appointment of Inspectors 
to examine into the affairs of any banking company shall be 
made by the Board of Trade under the Joint-Stock Companies 
Act, 1856, except upon the application of one-third at the least 
in number and value of the shareholders. 

Car. L.—An Act to amend the Acts concerning Municipal 

Corporations in England. 
It formed one of the provisions (s. 75) of the Municipal Corpora- 
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tion Act of 1835, that the powers, at the date of that Act, vested, 
under sundry Acts of Parliament, in trustees for paving, light- 
ing, &c., certain boroughs scheduled to that statute, might be 
transferred to the councils of such boroughs respectively, if such 
course seemed expedient to the trustees. This provision, as it 
was framed in the original Act, has been found insufficient to 
meet the cases to which its principles might be usefully applied ; 
and to extend and improve it, is one object of the Act under 
discussion, By s, 1, the provision above referred to is, accord- 
ingly, repealed except as relates to transfers already made; but 
by ss. 2, 3, and 4 it is, in effect, re-enacted, with the following 
additions and improvements:—That the trustees may be such as 
are “appointed or acting under any Act for paving, lighting, 
supplying with water or gas, or cleansing, watching, regulating, 
or improving, or for providing or maintaining a cemetery or 
market ;” that the boroughs may be either such as are scheduled 
to 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76, or such as have received a charter of 
incorporation since that Act passed; that the transfer is to be 
made under the common seal of the trustees if they happen to 
be a corporation, or otherwise by deed executed by two of them 
in behalf of the whole body ; that, after the transfer, the trustees 
shall be discharged from all liabilities and obligations in respect 
of the trust ; and that, on the other hand, no such transfer shall 
be made unless the council of the borough in question have re- 
solved to accept the same, at a meeting convened for the purpose. 

It was another provision of the same Act of 1835 (s. 15) 
that the overseers of every parish wholly or in part within any 
borough should, on the 5th of September in every year, make 
out the “ Burgess List,” to form part (in the case of a borough 
consisting of more than a single parish) of the general “ Bur- 
gess Roll” of the borough; and should, on the same day, de- 
liver the same to the town clerk; and should keep, between the 
5th and the 15th of the same month, a copy of such list for the 
perusal of any person without payment of any fee. The Act 
under discussion (by s. 7) extends the time during which such 
list may be perused without payment from fifteen to twenty 
days, by enacting that the burgess list shall be made out and 
delivered to the town clerk on or before the 1st of September, 
instead of the 5th. 

It was provided, by an Act passed tu amend the Municipal 
Corporation Act of 1835 (viz. by 7 Will. 4, & 1 Vict. c. 78, s. 
6), that, in every borough in which, by reason of any neglect or 
informality, a new burgess roll of the borough should not have 
been duly made or revised, in any year, within the proper time, 
the previous burgess roll should continue in force till the new 
one should have been duly made or revised. This provision 
applied only to boroughs consisting of a single parish; and the 
Act under discussion extends it, by providing (s. 6), that, in 
boroughs of more parishes than one, in which, from neglect or 
informality, the parochial burgess list for any year shall not 
have been properly made or revised, such part of the existing 
burgess roll as contains the names of the parishioners entitled 
to be on the burgess list shall continue in force, until a burgess 
list for the parish in question shall have been duly made and 
revised. 

By an earlier Act of Parliament, passed alio intuitu—viz. 
‘for the more speedy return and levying of fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures, and recognisances estreated”” (3 Geo. 4, c. 46)—all 
such fines, &e., and all sums of money paid in lieu or satisfac- 
tion of any of them, set, imposed, or forfeited before justices, 
were directed to be copied on a roll by the town clerk of cities, 
boroughs, and other places, and sent by him (first making oath 
before a justice that the roll is complete ‘and accurate) to the 
sheriff having execution of process in such place, to be his autho- 
rity for levying and recovering the same; and that a certificated 
duplicate of such roll should, by such town clerk, be delivered to 
the Court of Exchequer on the second Monday after the 2nd of 
November in each year, By the Act under discussion (s. 5), 
these duties are now transferred to the clerks of the peace, in the 
place of the town clerk, in those cities, boroughs, and places 
wherein the offices of town clerk and clerk of the peace are not 
united in the same person. 





Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


Lis PenpEns—NoricE—CoprEFENDANTS. 
Bellamy v. Sabine (Full Court of Appeal), Aug. 1, 1857. 
This case will be for the future the leading authority on the 
doctrine of lis pendens, not only because it is the first case in 
which the effect of alienation /ite pendente, as between co-de- 
fendants, is fully discussed, but because in it the entire doc- 
trine is treated as being founded upon a principle different from 





that which has been generally assigned to it during the last cen- 
tury—since the decision of Lord Hardwicke in Worsley v. Earl 
of Scarborough, 3 Atk. 392 (in 1746). 

The facts of the present case were very complicated ; but, for 
the purpose of the argument on the effect of dis pendens, may 
be stated as follows:—-A., a tenant for life of real estate, in 
consideration of certain covenants to pay off moneys due by 
him, and to pay annuities to other persons, sold his life estate to 
B., the tenant in tail in remainder, who sold the estates to C. in 
fee, and soon afterwards died, leaving D, his heir-at-law. D., 
in 1830, filed a bill against A. and C. to set aside the transac- 
tions of both of them with B., on the ground of fraud. The bill 
was dismissed as against A., but the decree declared the sale to C. 
to be fraudulent, and ordered C. to reconvey, free from incum- 
brances, upon payment of what should be found due from D. to 
C., upon taking an account between them. While this suit was 
pending, C., in 1833, mortgaged a portion of the estate to E, 
and F. After the decree, A. instituted a suit against all these 
parties for specific performance of his agreement with B.—part of 
the purchase money payable to him under the agreement between 
B. and him remaining unpaid. A decree for specictic performance 
was made against C. and D. without deciding the question as to 
the priority of A. over the other incumbrancers ; and the contest 
now was for priority between A., and E. and F., the mortgagees ; 
A. contending that they became mortgagees subject to his rights, 
the mortgage having been made to them pending the former suit, 
which, A. insisted, gave notice of his equitable rights. V.C. Wood 
decided in his favour, after a very elaborate discussion of the rule of 
the Court as to the eftect of lis pendens. His Honour considered, 
that, as C. was bound by the decree, and as his mortgayees could 
only claim through him, they also were equally bound by the 
decree. ‘The least effect that can be attributed to dis pendens,” said 
his Honour, “is, that the party who purchases pending a suit is 
to be bound by the result of the suit just as much as if he were a 
party to it.” Again, “It seems to me that the effect of lis 
pendens must be, that you (E. and F.) are merely Sabine (C.), 
and no one else; whatever right you can assert against him, 
can only be worked out through him; and whatever right he 
could give you in that position, you take, with full notice of 
all the relief that is prayed against him.” It will be seen, there- 
fore, that the Vice-Chancellor proceeded upon the principle laid 
down by Lord Hardwicke in Worsley vy. Earl of Scarborough— 
viz. that lis pendens is to be treated as notice. “It is the pen- 
dency of the suit,” said his Lordship, “ that creates the notice ; 
for, as it is a transaction in a sovereign court of justice, it is 
supposed all people are attentive to what passes there; and it is 
to prevent a greater mischief that would arise by people's pur- 
chasing a right under litigation.” Lord Cranworth, commenting 
on the decision of the Court below, says, “It isscarcely accurate 
to speak of lis pendens as notice, although undoubtedly the lan- 
guage of the Court often so describes its operation. It affects, 
not because it amounts to notice, but because the law does not 
allow to litigant parties, and give to them, pending the litigation, 
rights in the property in dispute, so as to prejudice the opposite 
party. Where a litigation is pending between a plaintiff and a 
defendant as to the right to a particular estate, the necessities of 
mankind require that the decision of the Court in the suit shall 
be binding, not only upon the litigant parties, but also upon 
those who derive title under them, by alienations made pending 
the suit, whether such alienees had or had not notice of the 
pending proceedings.” There was no allegation in this case that 
E. and F. had actual notice of A.’s equitable rights, or any 
other kind of notice than such as was to be imputed to them by 
the pendency of the first suit, in which A. and C. were co-de- 
fendants ; and the Lord Chancellor and the Lords Justices were 
all of opinion that that suit could not be considered as amount- 
ing to notice of the rights of A. as against C., his co-defendant, 
the equities between whom were left untouched by the suit. 

On the question as to the basis of the rule of the Court 
respecting lis pendens, Turner, L. J., considered that it was 
“not founded upon any of the peculiar tenets of a court of 
equity as to implied or constructive notice ;” and observed, that 
it was common to courts of law and equity. The true ground 
—as we apprehend it—of the decision of the Court of Appeal in 
this case was thus put by his Lordship :—“ No case, as far as I 
am aware, has yet occurred in which the doctrine has been 
applied so as to affect the title of an alienee by virtue of a claim 
not interferiny with the title of the plaintiff in the pending litiga- 
tion. . Generally speaking, between co-defendants there 
can be no decree. Is it to be said that there is a /is pendens 
between them? Ifso, when did itcommence? . . . Ifan 
alienee of a defendant is, by virtue of this doctrine of lis pendens, 
to be affected by the claim of a co-defendant, upon what prin- 
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ciple is the alienee to be oun digten the claim of a mere 
stranger? Laying out of consideration the cases in which 
decrees can be made between co-defendants, which are rare, and 
for the most part go no further than where it is necessary for 
the purposes of the plaintiff to adjudicate between the defend- 
ants, upon what ground is the case of a co-defendant to stand in 
a different position than that of astranger? Andifthe doctrine 
of lis pendens is to be carried so far as to affect a purchaser with 
notice in favour of a stranger, I hardly know what title would 
be safe.’ The general result of this decision will be to restrict 
the effect of lis pendens to this: that neither party to the litiga- 
tion: can alienate the property in dispute so as to affect the 
opposite party; and, further, it being no longer considered that 
lis pendens operates by way of notice, the party sought to be 
affected is not put upon inquiry to the same extent that he 
would be if dis pendens were held to be notice of all the possible 
equities disclosed by, or arising out of, the suit. Indeed, the latter 
part of the proposition has been already authoritatively affirmed, 
though not upon exactly the same grounds as in Bellamy v. Sa- 
bine. In Shalcross vy. Dixon(7 Law Journ., N. 8., Chane., 180), 
it was contended that the doctrine of lis pendens only applied to 
the matters actually put in issue in the bill; and Lord Langdale, 
in his judgment, observed, that he had never heard that lis pendens 
was to be notice, not only of what was charged in the bill, but 
of every equity which by possibility could arise out of the matters 
in question in the suit. The same limitation of the rule was 
distinctly recognised by Lord Cottenhamin Houlditch vy. Wallace 
(1 Dru. & W. 498). 

It may be useful to the practitioner, while we are upon the 
subject of lis pendens, to note up the principal decisions relating 
thereto, so far as they tend to illustrate the present case. In 
Jennings v. Bond (2 Jo. & Lat. 720), Lord St. Leonards held, 
that a suit by a judgment creditor for an account of the real and 
personal estate of his debtor, and payment of his debts, is a suffi- 
cient lis pendens to affect an incumbrancer on the life estate of a 
defaulting executor in lands, the fee of which was subject to the 
judgments, with notice of an equity to have the life estate applied 
to answer the default of the executor. So, in Walker v. Small- 
wood (AmbI. 676), alienation by a devisee of lands charged with 
the payment of debts, pending a creditor’s suit for sale and pay- 
ment of debts, was held to be void; “for though,” said Lord 
Camden, ‘a general charge does not make a purchaser before 
the suit see to the application of the money, yet, after a suit 
commenced, I should hold him to it.” In the Bishop of Win- 
chester v. Paine (11 Ves. 194), mortgagees pendente lite of an 
equity of redemption were held to be bound by a decree of fore- 
closure, though not made parties; and Sir 7. Plumer held, in 
Meux v. Maltby (2 Swanst. 281), that a suit for specific per- 
formance of a contract to grant a lease was notice to a purchaser 
pendente lite. On the other hand, Lord St. Leonards, in Tennison 
v. Sweeny (7 Ir. Eq. Rep. 511), held, that ea parte proceedings 
under the Sheriff’s Act (Ireland) for the appointment of a 
receiver were not lis pendens to affect a purchaser with notice 
of the judgment ; and in that case his Lordship gives ex- 
pression to a feeling which has long been entertained by the 
majority of our equity judges. Having expressed his regret 
that the doctrine of lis pendens had gone so far, he adds, “* What 
can be harder than that a man should be bound by proceedings 
behind his back which he never heard of, and which, in all 
human probability, he never could have heard of. . . . I 
cannot agree, that, in any case, an order for a receiver would 
operate as lis pendens.” Metcalfe v. Pulvertoft (2 Ves. & Bea. 
201) restricted the effect of the maxim ‘ Pendente lite nihil inno- 
vetur” to the rights and parties in the suit. ‘ The effect of 
the maxim,” said Lord Eldon, “making the conveyance 
wholly inoperative is founded in error. The true interpreta- 
tion,” he continues, “is that the conveyance does not vary the 
rights of the parties in that suit. The lis pendens is 
presumptive, if not actual, notice; and the purchaser is in the 
same position in which the veador stood, upon this plain prin- 
ciple, that the suit is to be decided according to the state of 
things when it was instituted; and the rights, however they 
may be varied by death, bankruptcy, &c., cannot be affected by 
the voluntary act of either party;” and, alluding to Lord 
Camden's decision in Walker v. ‘Smallwood, he added, “that 
the general rule enunciated in the last-mentioned cnse—vis. 
that alienation pending a suit is void—must be understood with 
reference to the subject-matter, and not absolutely.” In Brace 
v. Duchess of Marlborough (2 P. Wms. 490), where a third 
mortgagee bought in the first mortgage, pending a redemption 
suit by the second, the third mortgagee was allowed to tack. 

It does aot appear to be settled by Bellamy v. Sabine whether, 
in suits where the Court does make a decree between co-defend- 





ants, such suits are to have the effect of lis pendens as between 
the co-defendants. If the doctrine of lis pendens depends 
altogether upon the principle stated by the Lord Chancellor— 
viz. of preventing indefinite litigation—it appears to apply 
equally to decrees between co-defendants, where such are made, 
and to ordinary cases in which the issue is between plaintiff 
and the defendants only. If that be so, the definition of the 
rule given by Lord Manners, in Gaskill vy. Durdin (2 Ball. & 
Bea. 170), would still remain good, and is perhaps as satisfactory 
as any other to be found in the books—viz. that a person 
dealing with property after bill filed, deals with it subject to 
such decree as might eventually be pronounced ;—the effect of 
which would be to make the Courts more cautious than ever in 
dealing with the rights of co-defendants inter se. 

The alleged lis pendens in the present case was prior to the 
passing of the 2 & 3 Vict. c. 11, by the 7th section of which 
it is enacted, that no lis pendens shall bind a purchaser or mort- 
gagee without express notice, until the suit is registered as 
therein directed. But even if the transactions referred to had 
occurred subsequently to the time when the Act came into 
operation, the question would remain, whether the suit was a 
lis pendens between the co-defendants? According to the pro- 
visions of the 7th section, the registration is to be against ‘ the 
person whose estate is intended to be affected.” A decree in 
favour of the plaintiff, against several defendants, may not only 
affect their respective estates, as between them and the plaintiff, 
but may sometimes by the decree itself affect their estates inter 
se. It still appears to be somewhat doubtful whether in such a 
case the words of the statute would not operate to affect the 
estate of a defendant with any charge created by the decree in 
favour of a co-defendant. 

Trustee Act, 1850—VestinG OrvER. 
Re Underwood, 5 W. R. 866. 

This case removes a doubt which has been felt, whether the 
Trustee Act applies to the case of a quasi mortgage in the form 
of a mere trust to sell, and, after satisfaction of the debt, to pay 
over the surplus to the debtor. 

Any mortgagee is within the general definition of a trustee. 
Great doubts, however, were entertained whether the provisions 
of the earlier Trustee Acts were intended to apply to such a 
case, and a crop of conflicting decisions and declaratory legisla- 
tion was the result. In the existing Trustee Act, the word trust 
is so defined as to exclude the duties incident to an estate con- 
veyed by way of mortgage, and no vesting order can be made 
in the event of a mortgagee’s heir not being discoverable, except 
under the sections specially applicable to that case, which give 
jurisdiction to the Court only when the mortgagee shall have 
died without entering into possession, and the debt shall have 
been paid, or the consent of the creditor obtained to a reconvey- 
ance. In this case, the guasi mortgagee had entered into pos- 
session, and the vesting order, if made at all, could only be so 
made under the general clauses relating to trustees not being 
mortgagees. His Hgnour, however, held, that a. security in the 
form above stated was not merely a security for money, but 
involved a trust for ‘he mortgagor as to the surplus, and made 
the order accordingly. 
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Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association, 


Friday, Oct. 9. 

The members assembled this morning in the Mayor’s Parlour, 
at the Town-hall, Mr. W. S$. Cookson in the chair. 

Mr. Epwiy W. Frevp (of London) opened the day’s proceedings 
by reading a paper entitled “‘ Wisdom and Efficiency in the Me- 
thods of Procedure, and in the daily Workings of the Judiciary, the 
great need of Legal Reform, and the Paramount Service to which 
a Department of Justice should be addressed.” ‘They were, he 
said, in the city of method. Cotton twist in its materialities, 
he took it, was pretty much the same article as it was fifty years 
ago; but how changed during that time were the methods by 
which it was produced! The modus operandi, or procedure by 
which the objects of production of this city were created, was 
totally new, and the history of the marvellous changes in this 
mode was one of the most wonderful histories of the achieve- 
ment of the human intellect which could be presented to their 
study. One principle had determined every one of the thousand 
changes of method which that history would detail. By a suc- 
cessful change, the cost of production of the new method had 
always been less, or the article produced had been better. The 
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whole course of change of method in this city had been scien- 
tific. _ It was impossible not to institute in their minds a com- 
parison between the principles which had guided the development 
of method in Manchester with those principles (if there had ever 
been any) which had led to the various changes of legal proce- 
dure, He then referred to the great changes of the law in the 
last twenty-five years. The principal changes had been in the 
mode of procedure; and all these had been based on guess- 
work, and more or less modified by the desire to effect some job. 
Most of the changes had been schemed by those who immedi- 
ately took good places under them. Having got a place, too 
often the next wish was to turn the place into a sinecure. After 
this followed abolition of the office, release to the holder from its 
nominal duties, and a good compensation annuity for life. In 
bankruptcy, for instance, there had been a constant ringing of 
ehanges and creation of sinecures, the history of which, since 
the establishment of the Court of Review, would be a farce 
except for the dull stupidity it would from first to last display. 
He spoke of the power now given to courts of common law to 
get rid of any teazing business by compulsory arbitration, as 
one of the most self-condemnatory and disgraceful powers with 
which courts could be invested—and of the public service Mr. 
Gase, of Maidstone, had performed in bringing the charges of 
these arbitrators under taxation. His object, however, he said, 
was not to deal with the history of the legal changes, but to 
improve the occasion of being at the head-quarters of method. 
The principle which should determine all changes in procedure 
was resolvable into the word “economy.” He then drew the 
following conclusions—that to the suitor and client, procedure, 
or: the method of the law, is incalculably of more importance 
than the abstract rules of the law as to the private relations of 
man, such as the law of debtor and creditor. That proce- 
dure should be dealt with separately from jurisprudential 
changes; and reforms in it should not be made by the Legisla- 
ture, but left to a ministerial body. He then proposed, as the 
two final questions, “ How shall we secure that scientific ob- 
servations on the working of the methods of the law shall con- 
tinually take place, and that the changes in procedure shall be 
based on those observations ? Courts and officers being all paid 
now by salary, and not by fees, how shall we secure that they are 
all kept to their work?” He then argued in favour of the col- 
lection of legal statistics by a department of justice, and an 
annual tabulation of the results, such as that of the Registrar- 
General of Births, Deaths, and Marriages, as the greatest of 
its duties. He believed the arbitrary and compelled division 
between the two branches of the profession, the solicitors and the 
bar, would not be long allowed to exist. He suggested various 
improvements which would be advisable in the Chancery law 
and ‘the present system of bankruptcy administration. He 
pointed ont in detail many antagonisms in point of principle 
existing between one set of courts and another; and also in the 
same court ; and insisted that it was only by such unintermitted 
statistical inquiries and annual reports and tabulations, that the 
inconsistencies at present existing would come under the atten- 
tion of the Minister of Justice and the public, and all the con- 
flicts of procedure be brought to a scientific conclusion. The 
point started by Hudibras would be settled in a more serious 
sense than the satirist intended, for it was of the first import- 
ance to the science of procedure that we should be able to pro- 
nounce unerringly on the question 
‘“ Whether by common law, or civil, 
A man goes sooner to the devil.” 

As an instance of the internal conflicts in the theory of proce- 
dure adopted in court, Mr. Field referred to the rules so carefully 
introduced of late in all the Chancery changes, whereby the 
poorer suitor’s affairs are conducted on a speedier plan than 
those of the richer. He said the Courts had entirely reversed the 
order of the railways, and required the poor to go by express, 
and the rich it was who had to travel by the parliamentary 
train, and to stop at every station, and long enough too. He 
referred to the want of personal superintendence by the judge 
of work in the Chancery Chambers, and said that the body of 
solicitors had from the first been unanimous in protesting against 
so much of the late changes as did not secure such personal 
superintendence; and that he believed matters would continue 
to grow worse, and the curses people bestow upon the Court of 
Chancery would grow deeper until the judge spent at least three 
days a week in chambers, Let. the solicitors try to guide the 
public mind to the true point to which the appointment of a 
Minister of Justice should be addressed. Parliament was sure 
to overvalue the comparative importance of duties which bore 
on matters under the eye of the two Houses. The imperfec- 
tions of Acts of Parliament were nothing compared to a tho- 





rough system of procedure carried out by an efficient and well- 
worked judiciary. Full work was essential to well work; and 
to effect this thoroughly, little else was wanted than certainty 
and publicity as to all the facts of the judiciary, both its 
machinery and its methods. This must be effected dchors the 
judiciary itself, and was by far the greatest public service that 
could be rendered by a department of justice; and in the con- 
struction of such a department its adaptation to render this 
service was the first thing that a statesman should consider. 

In the temporary absence of Mr. Lowndes, of Liverpool, 
who was down on the list to read the next paper, the meeting 
proceeded to the discussion of the proposed rules for the 
management of the Benevolent Association for the relief of 
decayed attorneys, solicitors, and proctors, and of their widows 
and families. 

Mr. Banner read over some of the rules, and it was ulti- 
mately agreed that rules 3, 12, and 13 be substantially the 
basis upon which the proposed benevolent society shall be 
formed ; and that all the rules shall be referred to the considera- 
tion of the Managing Committee of the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association, with power to adopt such mea- 
sures as they may deem expedient for the formation of the 
society. 

Mr. M. D. Lownprs, of Liverpool, then proceeded to read 
a paper, intitled “ Gleanings from old English Writers,” as to 
the status, professional and social, of the practising lawyer 
before the Commonwealth. Mr. Lowndes favoured the com- 
pany with many curious legal traditions frem the works of 
William Dugdale, Sir John Fortescue, Thomas of Walsingham, 
and other legal writers, respecting the inns of court, and 
the study of the law. There was no division of the business 
of the lawyer before the Commonwealth; but then, as now, 
a lawyer in good practice was overwhelmed with business, as 
was shown in Chaucer's description of the serjeant. During 
the reigns of the monarchs previous to the reign of James I, 
the serjeants basked in the sunshine of royalty. Mr. Lowndes 
read copious extracts to show the regulations then in existence 
for the management of the profession, and for the avoiding of 
the increase of members. He then referred to the state and 
grandeur in which the serjeants and counsellors lived in the 
Temple in Elizabeth’s reign, and proceeded to notice the 
character of the lawyer given by the dramatists of those times, 
quoting Shakspeare, Ben Jonson, and Massinger. On a review 
of the early history of the law, he considered that the upper 
members of the profession availed themselves of the patronage 
of royalty to oppress the members of the profession to which 
those now assembled belonged. He thought the education of 
the attorney was now of a better class than formerly, though 
not now sufticient. 

The Srcrerary then read a paper by Mr. J. O. Watson of 
Liverpool, ‘‘ On the Rise and Progress of Attorneys and Solicitors 
as a professional Body.” In the course of the paper, it was 
suggested that an earlier examination of articled clerks should 
be made than at present, and he would have the establishment 
of public lectures on law throughout the kingdom. The ex- 
penses might be met by fees on admission. He also suggested 
that the law prohibiting any solicitor from having more than 
two articled clerks should be abclished. The policy of the law 
ought to be to encourage the placing of young men with attor- 
neys of the highest character. Ihe most important. considera- 
tion was that of costs, and it was impossible to imagine any 
system more discouraging to men of talent than the present. 
He thought the Scotch system much superior to ours. In 
every other profession skill and experience received a large 
reward, but it was the opposite in the profession of the law. 
According to the present system, an attorney received less 
remuneration for bringing a negotiation to an early and satis- 
fory conclusion. He thought the present system of taxation 
of costs ought to be abolished, which pressed very unjustly 
upon the country practitioner. As a partial remedy—with 
respect to costs of conveyances, he was favourable to the 
Scotch system of costs, but doubted if it could be made 
applicable to England; but it suggested a system which was 
adopted in the courts of equity, that the costs should be in 
proportion to the amount of purehase-money. In respect to 
other business, the taxing-master should not be confined toa 
fixed scale. He suggested other alterations in the law as it 
at present affects bills of costs. The interests of attorney and 
client were intimately blended, and what tended to promote the 
interests of one would affect the interests of the other. 

The CHaAurMAN read a paper by Mr. J. P. Aston, of Man- 
chester, on “The Establishment of an Educational Qualification 
for Attorneys.” The writer thought less had been ¢one in this 
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respect in their profession than others. The only source to 
which attorneys could look for the elevation of their profession 
rested with themselves. The united efforts of the attorneys to 
accomplish this end was necessary. The law associations had 
done much, and had the power to confer greater benefits on the 
educational status of attorneys. Every law association should 
seek to establish a junior association connected with itself com- 
posed of articled clerks, and the admission should depend upon 
the production of a certificate that the applicant had received a 
certain amount of education. To create a desire to be admitted 
into the junior association some inducements would be necessary. 
The connection between the parent and junior associations 
should be made to be felt real, and not merely nominal. The 
having been a member of a junior association might be made a 
prima facie recommendation for admission into the senior 
association. 

Mr. WELLS, of Hull, thought they ought to be careful, before 
taking articled clerks, to ascertain their antecedents, and that 
they had mixed in such society as would give them those 
principles of honour which were essential to members of their 
profession. He agreed with Mr. Watson, that there was no 
occasion for fixing a limit to the number of articled clerks. 
With respect to conveyances, he did not think the Scotch system 
could be attended with advantage in England. As to costs, he 
hoped there would be an alteration in the system which 
prevented an attorney engaged in a trial in town getting his 
costs. As to Mr. Aston’s paper, he was glad to say the articled 
clerks in his town had formed an association for their own 
improvement; but if such a thing emanated from the profession 
it would be an incentive to emulation. 

Mr. Lawrance, of London, thought all the papers which 
had emanated from provincial towns did credit to the writers. 
The education of the attorney was all important, and they ought 
to afford every opportunity for a large, liberal, and enlightened 
education, which is the surest mode of making a man become a 
valuable member of society. The best service they could render 
to the profession was for them to insist upon an improved 
education amongst those who were competing for admission 
into their profession. The interest of the client required beyond 
all question that the attorney should be highly educated, and 
the client would be the first to discover the ignorance of his 
attorney. They ought, therefore, to insist upon education, and 
the highest and most unblemished integrity. 

Mr. Frenp said suggestions had been made to the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society with regard to examination before articles, 
and legal education; but nothing had yet been done, and no 
answer had been sent to the communications sent; and if the 
Incorporated Society did not speak to the judges on the subject, 
they would. 

The CHarrman said the subject referred to had been under 
the consideration of the committee, who had reported to the 
Council, and the subject had been again referred to the com- 
mittee, and they found it impossible to do all they desired. 
With regard to the education previous to articles, it could not 
be effected without legislative interference. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Birmingham, said, some ten years ago a Law 
Student Society was formed, which had been of immense benefit 
to the profession there; and the Secretary to the Society, Mr. 
Johnson, had been appointed to the law professorship in 
Queen’s College. 

Mr. Fre.p proposed a resolution again calling the attention 
of the Incorporated Law Society to the subject of examination 
before articles, and to the subject of education; and if the 
matter were not taken up, the Association would take steps to 
further the object. 

Mr. 8. HEELIs seconded the motion, and it was adopted. 

An adjournment for ten minutes then took place. Upon 
resuming business, 

The SkcreTary read a paper, by Mr. C. M. Ingleby, of 
Birmingham, upon “The Evils of the present System of Bank- 
ruptcy Administration.” The paper stated, that, 14 years ago, 
the system of working bankruptcies by a specially-constituted 
local administration was superseded by the establishment of 
the present district courts. The advantages which the framers 
of the Bill proposed to effect by the measure were the follow- 
ing :—1. Conducting the business by qualified public officers, 
whose experience would give their services an increasing value; 
2. Holding meetings and keeping the accounts at certain large 
towns, where all interested persons might have readier access 
than at the places (possibly remote and inaccessible) where 
the bankruptcies might have occurred; 3. Keeping the records 
in public offices, where every one could apply for and obtain 
all desired information, to intrust the accounts to official 





assignees, to give publicity to the proceedings, and to supersede 
all local—and, possibly, interested—authority, uniformity of 
practice, &c. No object could be better; and faultless as the 
theory was, the practice had not been realised. Since the Act 
of 1849, there had been a progressive decline in the business of 
the court. The number of cases adjudicated upon in bankruptey, 
upon an average of the ten years previous to the operation of the 
Act, was 1,443 per annum; but the number subsequent to its 
operation, on an average of the four years immediately succeeding 
that Act, was 786 per annum. The dividends underthe old system 
were 64} per cent, and the balance paid into court 83; while 
under the new system the dividends were 33}, and the balance 
paid into court 34. The monster evil of the present system 
seemed to be that the creditors had the least consideration. 
There was no doubt that the expensiveness of the court was 
a main cause of tie business being so carefully kept out of it, 
and the first step towards making it suitable for its purpose 
was a thorough revision and reduction of all the charges to 
which an estate was subjected—oflicial, professional, or otherwise 
The Bill introduced into the House of Lords by Lord Brougham 
entitled ‘‘An Act to amend the Laws relating to Bankruptcy,” 
was practically an Act to perpetuate the evils of the present 
system. The writer considered it impossible that much im 
provement would take place in legislation on the subject unti 
Mr. Coode’s method of consolidation was adopted. 

The Secretary also read a paper upon Bankruptcy and In- 
solvency by Mr. T. Laidman, of Exeter. The paper was 
devoted principally to tracing the progress of the Acts for the 
relief of insolvent debtors, and showed the impolicy of the 
present law of imprisonment for debt, save as regarded fraud. 
The writer argued, that no man should be imprisoned for debt 
before the hearing of his case; but after the hearing, if found 
guilty of any of the offences named in the Act of Parliament, 
then he should be punished with imprisonment, according to the 
extent of the offence committed. 

Mr. Hore Suaw said there had been a meeting of the 
Chamber of Commerce at Leeds on this important question. 
Mr. Bond had read a paper, and the value and importance of 
the assistance of the profession was recognised by the mercantile 
community, and their body were ready to render the commu- 
nity every assistance in their power. At the mecting alluded 
to it was thought desirable to unite the administration of the 
bankruptcy and insolvency laws under one jurisdiction. The 
county courts had been suggested, but it was thought the Banke 
ruptey Court was the proper one. hen it was considered if it 
was not desirable to abolish the office of official assignee, and it 
was thought desirable the office should be abolished. Mr. Bond 
further recommended that all cases whatever should go into 
court, but he was not prepared to see the advantage of that. 
Then a question was raised whether there should be an itinerant 
judge of appeal. To that he was not at present prepared to 
assent, as the authority of the court might be weakened, and an 
undue increase of appeals might take place. 

Mr. WeELrts said there were only two questions creditors 
thought fit to diseuss—the best mode of getting a proper divi- 
sion of the property at the least expense, and whether the 
debtor had acted in such a way as to merit punishment in a 
court. He thought the cheapest mode of winding up an estate 
was by a trust assignment, without an appeal to the Court of 
Bankruptcy. He did not seek to abolish the official assignee, 
but he did seek to abolish the extravagant mode in which he 
was paid. He ought to be more under the power of the solicitor 
to the estate than he now was, and not to be--as he now con- 
sidered himself to be—a privileged person. He suggested other 
alterations which would enable an estate to be wound up as 
cheaply in bankruptcy as under a deed of assignment. 

Mr. Heetts said there were two Bankruptcy Courts in Man- 
chester, and instead of there being similarity of practice there 
was diversity. One would not stir except upon petition, and 
the other scouted petitions altogether, and would have affida- 
vits. The messengers and official assignees started with this 
proposition in each case: “* How much can we get out of this ?” 
From the laziness which seemed to pervade the courts, all 
tended to show that the officials did as little as possible for 
their money, and at the same time sought to get as much as they 
could. The official assignees completely ignored their duties. 
He did not understand, that, in accordance with the principle 
of the bankruptcy law, it was requisite that there should be an 
accountant to investigate the accounts. The official assignees 
were the parties appointed to get rid of the accountants, 
according to his interpretation of the spirit of the Act. And 
then, irrespective cf the dissimilarity of the practice of the two 
commissioners, it never could have been contemplated by the 








Legislature that gentlemen should receive £1,800 a year for 
doing—what? There were two commissioners—one professed 
to sit on Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday; and the other on 
Thursday, Friday, and Saturday. He had been so utterly 
disgusted, that he had not gone near the place for some time 
past; but when he was in the habit of going, if he went at 
eleven o’clock, the commissioner was not there; and if he went 
at twelve o’clock, the commissioner was just arriving. All the 
business of the court was appointed for that hour; there was 
such confusion consequently as ought not to exist in a court of 
justice, and the business was transacted in the most slovenly 
manner possible. He considered that any man of ordinary 
legal attainments could do all the business of the Manchester 
Bankruptcy Courts and make an easy week’s work of it. The 
system was rotten altogether, and he did not believe that the 
proposed Bill would remedy the evils he complained of. 

Mr. Ryuanp stated that the Birmingham Chamber of Com- 
merce had prepared a Bill for the amendment of the bankruptcy 
law, which went further than Lord Brougham’s Bill. 

Mr. Lawkance said, after many years’ practice, he was quite 
cognisant of the many grievous defects, not to say sins, of the 
present system. The great grievance in the administration of 
bankruptcy was the expense, and, as it was a State institution, 
the costs ought to be charged upon the Consolidated Fund, 
instead of upon the suitors. Another grievance was, the uni- 
versal and indiscriminate appointment of a messenger, which 
gave rise to a considerable amount of plunder. Many of these 
messengers were receiving incomes of £1,400 or £1,500 
a year, for discharging no other duty than putting some- 
body in possession at 3s. 6d. aday. This had been brought 
before the attention of the Chancellor, and even he had been 
stimulated into a rage at the very idea of the thing. This 
money came out of the pockets of the creditors; therefore, be- 
yond inflicting upon an unfortunate man the monstrous nui- 
sance of a man in possession, it was a grievous injustice to the 
creditors. They all knew that a very good butler would make 
a very good messenger; therefore, he would not give power to a 
commissioner, but the petitioning creditor should have power to 
determine if such an expense should be entailed. The broker 
to the court was a simple absurdity, and formerly no such 
officer existed. Their mode of doing business was atrocious. 
If the estate was to be administered for the protection of cre- 
ditors, they ought to havea voice in the mode and time in which 
the property was to be protected. With all possible respect for 
vested rights, he could not conceive, while the vested rights of 
other persons were dealt with most unscrupulously, why such a 
broker or messenger should claim compensation for vested rights 
when those vested rights were—to use a mild term—vested 
wrongs. While speaking of official assignees, they must re- 
member the jobbery and malversation which existed under the 
old system. He thought Lord Brougham was entitled to 
great credit for laying his axe to the root of the old system. 
He had brought his mind to the conclusion, that official as- 
signees, as a body, were a useful body; they were under the 
immediate surveillance of the Court; they gave security ; and 
they were generally ready to defer to the advice of solicitors, 
and he had not found that antagonism between them and solicitors 
which some had been so unfortunate as to find. He thought the 
suggestion that official assignees should be paid partly by salary 
and partly by fees was a good suggestion. As regarded the mode 
in which commissioners did their business, he thought with 
his friend Mr. Heelis that the work might be done thoroughly 
well by much fewer hands. He thought two good men well 
paid would do the work well in London. The more work a 
man had to do the better he would do it. Confidence had been 
shaken by the slovenly mode in which business had been done, 
the tone adopted in the court, and the inordinate time occupied 
by the commissioners in their vacation. This must be brought 
about by a pressure upon the commissioners, and giving them 
more work to do. He then alluded to the extravagant part of 
the system of accountants in bankruptey ; and then said he 
thought the Bankruptcy Courts were unpopular with the mer- 
cantile classes because those classes did not like undue interfer- 
ence with the management of their estates; creditors wished to 
administer their own estates in their own way. Assignments 
were all very well when there was no dishonesty on the part of 
creditors as well as on the part of the debtor. It was, therefore, 
necessary that a judicially constituted court should exist to 
meet these difficulties. He did not think it practicable to 
amalgamate the two businesses of bankruptcy and insolvency. 
The attempt in London had failed, the only result being that 
the commissioner got an extra £500 a year, and the insol- 
vency business went away, but the increase of salary remained. 
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With respect to the Registrars of the court, he could not find 
out what they did, and he could not understand how any 
gentleman of education could possibly exist under the infliction 
of so much idleness. He thought this was an expense that 
might be saved. A roving court of appeal had been suggested, 
but he thought that a great mistake. He thought there was a 
great deal of work to be done in this matter by the mercantile 
community, and a good deal of the reform necessary must be 
initiated by the Chambers of Commerce. He should be happy 
to co-operate with any mercantile men who took an interest in 
law reform in its wholesome sense. 

Mr. Frevp argued in favour of official assignees being elected 
by creditors, and the present disgraceful system of patronage 
put an end to. He thought Mr. Lawrance was wrong in 
wishing to throw the expenses in the Bankruptcy Court upon 
the public at large. 

The Ciairman observed, that the discussion which had taken 
place had been the most interesting they had ever had. Five 
papers had now been read and discussed, out of a list of twelve, 
and it was time to adjourn. 

An adjournment then took place until ten o’clock on Saturday 
morning. 

Saturday, Oct. 10. 

The third meeting of members was held on Saturday morn- 
ing at the Town Hall; Mr. W. 8. Cookson again presiding.— 
The attendance was very small. 

The first paper was read by Mr, T, H, Devonsurge (London), 
on “The Statute Law Commission andS tatute-making.” Mr. 
Devonshire gave a clever sketch of the history of his subjects, 
his conclusions being—1. That a complete classified index of 
all existing statute law should be made; 2. That every future 
statute should be so framed as to contain within itself a refer- 
ence to all the existing statute law on the same subject; 3. 
That a sessional index or register be kept of every future 
statute, classified according to its subject-matter; 4, That 
the work of consolidation should follow upon and flow out of 
an improved system of statute making, rather than take pre- 
cedence of any matured plan, or be attempted before all 
requisite materials are adequately arranged and digested. 

Mr. T. Kennepy (London) gave a sketch of a paper he 
had prepared, on “The Jurisdiction and Practice of the Court 
of Chancery ;” it being understood that the paper would be 
printed in the Association’s proceedings. 

Mr. Fieip thought the occasion ought not to pass without 
expressing their sense of obligation to Mr. Kennedy, not only for 
the paper which he had contributed, but for the attention which 
he had always devoted to the subject. The time was come 
when a more popular history of the Court of Chancery than we 
now had might be written; and there were men present in that 
room, than whom none in the kingdom were more able to pro- 
duce such a work. 

Mr. J. M. Criason (London) read his paper on “The In- 
sufficiency of Existing Laws to prevent Corrupt Practices at 
Elections.” Bribery and treating (he said) dated from the 
beginning of the 17th century. Prior to the Rebellion, the 
acceptance of a seat was considered a burden, or at least a 
duty. But a change soon occurred; and when the Stuarts had 
fallen, a seat became a prize to be fought for. As a natural 
consequence, bribery and treating were resorted to; and in 
1695 the first Act against those crimes was passed. From 
time to time Parliament had set to work with apparent zeal 
to get at a remedy; Acts had been followed by Acts to amend 
Acts; and Parliament had done everything but the one thing 
needful. Bribery and treating would never be prevented until 
every member was compelled to make a clean breast of it, as to 
the past, the present, and the future, in the presence of his 
peers. ‘The past” must include all relating to the previous 
session; and the declaration must be bold, sweeping, honest 
(Applause). The changes made by the Corrupt Practices Act, 
1854, were five in number—the creation of the offence of 
“undue influence ;” perpetual disqualification of guilty persons 
from voting ; agents for election expenses; the election auditor; 
and the permission given to persons employed about the 
election to vote. This last provision was a serious evil, and 
a great prevention to purity of election. It was said, that the 
small comparative number of petitions after the last general 
election proved the good effect of the new Act. But candidates 
presented themselves then under a fear that was not real—the 
Act was to them a bugbear. Lut now that it had been proved 
what the Act was, a candidate who intended to procure his 
election by any means, ‘foul or fair, would not, and need not, 
be prevented by any fear of the Act. The election agent 
was. to some extent a shield to the pure candidate; but his 
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existence and power would have no effect upon an impure one. 
The real remedy for corrupt practices was to operate upon the 
giver of a bribe, not upon its receiver. 

Mr. ANDERTON (London) knew from his own experience that 
the Corrupt Practices Act was complete humbug; that it gave 
no advantage to the public, and very little security to the can- 
didates. At the last election for the city of London, at which 
he was the auditor, the expenses of Lord Johri Russell were 
3,222/. 9s. 8d.; but he had no power, as auditor, to disallow a 
single sixpence. He had no power of saying that too many 
messengers or too many clerks had been employed, or of inquir- 
ing whether any of the persons so employed were voters. ‘The 
aggregate expenses of the four other candidates amounted only 
to 8,7511. 18s. 2d. 

Mr. 8S. HEEts apprehended that a great deal of the difficulty 
would be removed if Parliament would only come to the consi- 
deration of the question of agency with something like 
common sense. In the case of the Bury petition, to which 
Mr. Clabon had alluded, the gentleman upon whom it was tried 
to fasten charges of bribery was a most active partisan, and 
had told him (Mr. Heelis) that he could not understand why 
the petition should have been lost upon the question of agency, 
A very slight alteration in the legislation upon this point would 
do immense good. 

Mr. Leverson (London) believed the real difficulty might be 
got rid of if members of Parliament would agree to the declar- 
ation to which Mr. Clabon had referred. 

Mr. ANDERTON stated that out of the whole amount expended 
by the five candidates at the city of London election, not £100 
went into the hands of solicitors, 

After some further conversation, the CHarrMAn stated, that, 
in pursuance of the previous arrangement, no more papers could 
be read at the present meeting. 

Upon the motion of Mr. Bat, seconded by Mr. Trev, it was 
resolved— 

“That the papers which there has not been time to read at this meeting 
be referred to the Committee of Management of the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Agsociation, to deal with as, on consultation with the 
respective writers, they shall dcem expedient.” 

As the result of a conversatlon, it was agreed that any or all 
of the four unread papers might be discussed at the meeting at 
Bristol next year, if such should be considered necessary, when 
the arrangements for that meeting were being made; and Mr, 
T, P. Buntina said, that he should be no doubt able to mature 
his contribution “ Observations on the Law of Mortmain,” he 
having had very little time for its preparation. 

Mr. Fretp proposed a vote of thanks to Sir James Watts, 
Mayor of Manchester, for the use of the Town Hall, and for 
his munificent hospitality to members of the Association ; and it 
was carried by acclamation. Votes of thanks, similarly dealt 
with, were passed to Stephen Heelis, Esq,, Mayor of Salford, 
for his kindness and hospitality; to the Manchester Law Asso- 
ciation, and to Mr. F. Marriott, its Honorary Secretary ; to Mr. 
Cookson, President of the Metropolitan and Provincial Associa- 
tion, for presiding at the meetings; and to Messrs. W. Shaen 
and C. J, Manning, Secretary and Assistant-Secretary of the 
last-named Association. 

The proceedings terminated shortly before noon, 





The annual dinner of the Manchester Law Association was 
given on Friday evening, in the large room of the Albion Hotel, 
Piceadilly. About 150 gentlemen sat down; the principal 
members of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association 
being present as guests——Mr. James Crossley President of 
the Manchester Association presided. In giving the toast, 
“The Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association,” the 
CHatrMAN said,|that the usefulness and value of that Association 
had been sufficiently proved by its ten years’ existence, and 
by the innumerable advantages it had secured to the Profession 
during that period. It had established a bond of unity, a 
facility of co-operation, and an harmonious system of working, 
that never previously existed to any thing like the same extent. 
From the attention it had bestowed on legal and legislative 
changes, it had been of considerable service to the public 
generally. By bringing together the various knowledge and 
powers of different professional men throughout the kingdom, 
it had very considerably increased the influence, weight, and 
intelligence of all. But what he regarded as its greatest 
Service, was the good understanding it had established between 
the provincial and the leading metropolitan solicitors. Speak- 
ing for himself, he could unhesitatingly say, that their 
intercourse with their metropolitan brethren, through the 
agency of the Association, had always been extremely grati- 





fying and satisfactory. To those brethren the provincial 
solicitors were, and must be, indebted, for taking upon them- 
selves, in a great measure, the active working of the Association ; 
and they had always found their metropolitan friends large- 
minded, liberal, and disinterested; in no respect entertaining 
selfish or exclusive views—but gentlemen in whom the fullest 
and most entire confidence could be reposed. In no respect had 
the Association been more fortunate, and in none were the 
results likely to be more useful and valuable, than in the 
establishment of the annual “ progresses ;”” which concentrated 
so agreeably the members of the various provincial societies, 
and others of the profession, and which gave rise to so many 
valuable suggestions, important views, and able discussions. 

Mr. W. 8. Cookson, President of the Metropolitan and Pro- 
vincial Law Association, in responding, said, that whatever 
might have been the difficulties with which the Association 
might have had to contend, it was impossible now, after the 
countenance and support received last year in Liverpool, and 
this week in Manchester, to suppose that if the Association was 
true to itself it could possibly fait to accomplish the objects 
for which it had been formed, and which he believed it to be 
steadily, perseveringly, and honestly carrying out. For if 
integrity of purpose, unity of action, and a great object were 
sufficient to stimulate men to labour in a cause, assuredly the 
Association ought to succeed. They had, in the first place, to 
unite, for a common object, the whole body of their profession ; 
and he wished that any words of his could convey his deep 
impression, that, if each would use, in his own sphere, the 
powers God had given him, a few years hence the Association 
would see that at this time it was but in its infancy, much 
as had been done; and that they were really united for great 
and noble objects for the benefit of the community whose 
servants the members of the Association were. ‘The kind 
receptions of Liverpool and Manchester were the best encour- 
agement of the members of that Association; for the provincial 
meetings had done very much to remove any feeling of 
jealousy between the different branches of the Profession in 
London and the provinces. No greater injury could be done 
to them, or through them to the public, than the creation of 
a feeling that there was, or was ground for, anything like 
jealousy or difference of interest. 

Mr. E. LaAwrance proposed “The Manchester Law Asso- 
ciation.” He impressed upon the young members, that on them 
not only the future of such Associations but the energy of the 
present depended; and that in no other Profession should it be 
more deeply engraved upon the hearts of all, that uo victory 
was worthy of being won, which was not the result of the 
purest truth and the most simple honesty. Let them remember 
Lord Tenterden, one of thé most honest and upright judges who 
ever adorned the English bench, and who attributed his success 
in life mainly to his strict adherence to truth. After alluding 
to the reception of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association in Liverpool and Manchester, Mr. Lawrance said 
that it must be highly gratifying to the members of that and 
the Manchester Association, that to the meetings here had been 
added increased lustre by the presidency of the gentleman who 
occupied the chair (Mr. Crossley). When they found the most 
unquestionable social qualities and the rarest erudition com- 
bined with the highest professional reputation—how gratifying 
it was to know, or to be reminded, that their laborious profes- 
sion was not incompatible with the cultivation of the most 
extended knowledge and the most refined taste. 

Mr. W. BEAmont acknowledged the toast. He said that no 
man could really be so conscious of his own rectitude as to be 
indifferent to the good opinion of his fellow-men; and it was 
of equal importance with a society as with an individual, that 
it should receive the countenance of, and be appreciated by, 
those whose opinions were worthy of being heard. He regretted 
that law societies, and the Manchester Association especially, 
were not originated years before they were; for in that case, 
those ridiculous things which many of them could remember 
would not have existed so long. The Law Association of 
Manchester would recollect its name, and recollect also, that, 
connected with such a city, it had duties of no ordinary kind 
to perform. They must not let abuses creep into the law; to 
watch against them was one great object of the Association’s 
existence. Nor must they for a moment allow themselves to 
suppose that society was made for lawyers, instead of lawyers 
being made fof society. Let them never, while anxiously 
looking to discover where abuses had crept or might creep in, 
be guided by any selfish motive arising from the thought that 
lawyers were alone to be cared for in alterations or reforms. 
They must look to the community and its good—then their own 
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advantage was certain, as members of that community; they 
must work for the good of the common weal—then their reward 
was sure. 

“The Incorporated Law Society” was proposed by Mr. 
Haprietp, M.P., and responded to by Mr. J. H. SHaw. The 
Mayor of Manchester proposed “ The Chairman.” 

In acknowledging the toast, Mr. Crossiey said, that it was 
twenty years ago, when, as the first President of the Manchester 
Law Association, he presided at its first annual dinner; at 
which time he certainly never expected to preside, for the 
society, over such a gathering as the present. 


~~ 
a 


Correspondence, 








EDINBURGH.—(From our own Correspondent.) 

It was mentioned recently that the office of sheriff substitute 
at Cupar-Fife had become vacant by the death of Mr. Grant. 
The office has been filled up by the translation of Mr. Taylor 
from Tain; and Mr. Smith, an advocate of a few years’ standing, 
has been appointed to Tain. The only other legal news of any 
interest arises out of a conviction in a recent smuggling case in 
Leith, where, under the 236th sect. of the 16 & 17 Vict. c. 107, 
seven seamen were charged with having been found on board a 
vessel in which some contraband tobacco was concealed ; and, the 
charge having been proved, were sentenced each to paya penalty 
of £100, or, in default of payment, to suffer imprisonment during 
her Majesty’s pleasure. ‘There was no allegation or proof that 
the men were aware of the tobacco being on board; and it is 
stated that the solicitor of the Customs from London, who con- 
ducted the case, had admitted that passengers might be in- 
cluded in the charge (as, indeed, is very evident from the terms 
of the statute, although he explained that the Commissioners 
of the Customs, in the exercise of a sound discretion, only 
selected that portion of the crew of a vessel in the locality of 
whose sleeping-place the tobacco might chance to be found. 
The Leith public, however, not having unlimited confidence in 
the discretion of the Commissioners of Customs, and being 
rather startled at the magnitude of the power vested in them, 
have stirred very actively in the matter; and at a meeting 
held on the 13th inst., upon the requisition of many influential 
merchants, and presided over by the Lord Provost, adopted im- 
portant resolutions, having for their object the repeal of the 
offensive statute. The proceedings of the meeting were con- 
ducted with unusual good taste, every speaker taking care to 
point out that the prosecutor and the judges had only performed 
a plain duty, and that in a manner which could not be excepted 
to; and that, therefore, the only constitutional mode of dealing 
with the grievance was, to take measures to obtain the repeal of 
the statute. It was stated, that the whole revenue derived by 
Government from the duty on tobacco was under £100,000 ; 
and it was strongly urged that it would be better to abandon 
it altogether than to collect it under statutes which could be 
made engines for the perpetration of the most gross injustice. 


——--—->- 
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The Laws relating to Burials: with Notes, Forms, and Practical 
Instructions. By T. Baker, Esq., of the Inner Temple, 
- Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Maxwell. 1857. 
With regard to the three great crises of a man’s life, the 
parental anxiety of the State has been hitherto unequally mani- 
fested. Little or no interference has been exercised as to the 
manner of his birth; while sedulous care has long been taken 
that he shall enter decorously into matrimony ; and, but of late 
years only, to guard against his earthly remains proving 
unpleasant to the survivors. The Registration Office, indeed, 
is a link common to the three events; but it is in reference 
to social economy, rather than statistics, that we are speak- 
ing. It is, then, only recently that the interment of our dead 
has been regulated by any general law. Before the Metropoli- 
tan Interments Act, 1850 (13 & 14 Vict. c. 52), the state of 
parochial graveyards, both in the metropolis itself and else- 
where, was abandoned, in most instances, to the discretion or 
cupidity of the incumbent and his sexton: and, as population 
increased, the evils resulting from this state of things became, 
year by year, more appalling; and excited the vigorous efforts 
of the most enlighte:fed of our sanitary reformers. It is true 
that cemeteries—modern inventions compared to church grave- 
yards—have been usually regulated by special Acts of Parlia- 
ment passed at the time of their several formations; and by 10 








& 11 Vict. c. 65, certain provisions usually contained in such 
Acts were consolidated, so as to avoid the necessity of 
repeating them in reference to each undertaking of this 
description. But these statutory provisions were quite in- 
sufficient for the occasion; and the 13 & 14 Vict. c. 52, also, 
being found defective, was superseded by the 15 & 16 Vict, 
c. 85—“ the foundation,” as Mr. Baker remarks, “of the pre- 
sent law for the establishment and regulation of burial grounds 
throughout the country.” By this statute several important 
canons were for the first time established on a firm basis—as, for 
example, that old burial grounds may be closed by Order in 
Council ; and that the approval of the Home Secretaries is a con- 
dition precedent to the opening of fresh ones. This Act, it is 
true, had reference only to the metropolis; but many of its 
provisions (including these cardinal ones) were, by 16 & 17 
Vict. c. 134, made applicable to all the different parishes in 
England and Wales. These two Acts, therefore, require to be 
carefully collated before any clear conception can be arrived at 
as to the present law on the subject of interment, whether in 
the metropolis or elsewhere: and the later provisions upon the 
same general subject, contained in the 17 & 18 Vict. c. 87, the 
18 & 19 Vict. c. 128, and the 20 & 21 Vict. cc. 35, 81—refer- 
ring, as they do, some of them to the metropolis alone, others 
to the metropolis in common with parishes placed without its 
limits, and others to parishes so situated to the exclusion of the 
metropolis—form altogether an olla podrida of the true relish, 
perhaps, for such legal epicures as ourselves and our readers, 
but somewhat too strong for the stomach of those of the laity 
who, as members of “ burial boards” or in other capacities, are 
compelled to master their complexities. To Mr. Baker such 
persons owe a debt of much gratitude ; for he has done for them 
what their representatives in the Legislature have been too lazy 
to attempt—viz. “to render clear the present state of the law 
at one view, under separate heads,” by printing those sections 
of the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 85, which laid the foundations of the 
general enactments, and adding in each division of the subject 
such amendments made by subsequent statutes as affect or alter 
the original provisions. In fact, that part of Mr. Baker’s book 
which does not consist merely of the text of the existing Acts 
bearing on his subject, printed in their chronological order—that 
is to say, the first eighty pages or thereabouts of the volume— 
form a draft from which a very neat “ Burial Law Consolida- 
tion Act” could be formed with little trouble. We make a 
present of the suggestion to any unoccupied and ambitious 
member of Parliament ; and he may make good use of it during 
the ensuing session, on the “off nights” not taken up with 
India. Alas! the subjects have a terrible connection just at 
present. 

The general features, however, of this interment system, 
elaborated with such pains in the cluster of Acts to which we 
have referred, are easily mastered. And the subject natarally 
divides itself into those provisions which affect burial places 
already existing, and those which have reference to the forma- 
tion of fresh ones. As to the first, then, authority is given to 
the Crown in Council to order, that, within a specified period, 
no further interments shall take place in any burial ground or 
place of burial mentioned in the order, in any city or town 
throughout England or Wales—on its being represented by the 
Home Secretary (with reference to the burial ground or place in 
question) that such course is expedient for the protection of the 
public health. And, further, that Orders in Council may also 
issue, on a similar representation, for the repair of vaults and 
graves by the churchwardens or others at the expense of the 
parish, if they have been suffered to remain in a dangerous con- 
dition, or so as to be injurious to the public health. And it may be 
remarked, that, to bury in disobedience to such order of discon- 
tinuance, is, by one Act (16 & 17 Vict. c. 134, s. 3), made a 
misdemeanor; and, by another (18 & 19 Vict. c. 128, s. 2), is 
visited with a pecuniary penalty, recoverable before two justices 
of the peace—a jumble of remedies which has not escaped the 
lynx eye of Mr. Baker; who consoles himself, however, by pre- 
suming, “that, though there may be a choice of punishment, 
both would not be enforced” (p. 18, n. 6). Such being the way 
to get rid of those burying places which have given evidence of 
their being entitled to repose, let us next briefly describe the 
machinery for procuring and regulating their successors. For 
this purpose, the Acts proceed to manufacture “ta Board ”— 
that singular creation of modern times, without whose minis- 
tration so many of our municipal and social enterprises would 
speedily come to a standstill. In any parish, then, a “ Burial 
Board,” consisting of not less than three, or more than nine, 
ratepayers, may be appointed by the vestry at a meeting con- 
vened for that purpose; and this corporation, for so the Board 
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is constituted (after appointing clerks, officers, and servants, at 
“yeasonable salaries”), is to purchase the needful new burial 
ground wherever they can meet with a favourable site, either 
within or without the parish. But no such ground may be 
opened within one hundred yards of any dwelling-house with- 
out the written consent of the owner and occupier. If the 
bishop of the diocese will not consecrate the site so acquired, 
the Acts give an appeal to the archbishop of the province ; and, 
when consecrated, it is to be the burial ground of the parish, in 
which all parties are to have the same rights as in the old 
ground. To the Burial Board, moreover, is intrusted the 
general management of all these parish cemeteries. They are 
to fix (with the approbation of the Home Secretary) the fees to 
be taken on interments; they are to sell rights of burial in 
vaults, and of erecting monuments ; and are, to a certain extent, 
to take the place with regard to the new burial ground, that the 
incumbent occupies with regard to his churchyard. On the 
other hand, the Board itself is placed under the wholesome 
supervision of the Secretary of State; who has power from time 
to time to issue such regulations both in relation to the burial 
grounds themselves and to the places for the reception of bodies 
previously to interment, as to him may seem proper for the 
protection and maintenance of the public health and decency ; 
and may ascertain that such regulations are effectively complied 
with, through the medium of an Inspector appointed for that 
purpose. 

We have already said that we consider this book a useful 
one in its conception. We add, with pleasure, that it also 
seems to us—so far as it goes—to be well executed. We are 
obliged thus to qualify our commendation, because, though the 
subject is not one which admits of the disclosure of any pro- 
found stores of learning, and still less of any scintillations of 
genius, yet, had the researches ‘of Southwood, Smith, 
Walker, Chadwick, and others,” of whose “ enlightened efforts” 
Mr. Baker speaks in his Introduction, been carefully ran- 
sacked, we suspect they would have furnished some results and 
tables, which might advantageously have enriched the present 
volume. As it is, Mr. Baker’s own contribution to its contents 
bears a very slender proportion to that afforded by the statute 
book itself. 

SSE caneeeRaERee . 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 

AVIS—On Oct. 10, at 314 High Holborn, Hannah, wife of Mr. Henry 
Avis, of 25 Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

JENNER—On Oct. 7, at Hartley Wintney, the wife of Arthur R. Jenner, 
Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

WOOD—On Oct. 10, at Linden-lodge, Wimbledon-park-road, Wands- 
worth, the wife of Charles W. Wood, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES, 
CHARLESWORTH—BEDDOME—On Oct. 13, at Clapham Church, by 
the Lord Bishop of Ripon, the Rev. Samuel Charlesworth, Rector of 
Limpsfield, Surrey, to Maria Amelia, the eldest daughter of Richard 

Boswell Beddome, Esq., of Clapham-common. 

JAQUET—COX—On Oct. 10, at St, Georges, Bloomsbury, William 
Jaquet, Esq., of Clifford’s-inn, Solicitor, to Harriette, daughter of the 
late William Charles Cox, Esq., of Taunton. 

LEWIS—MORRIS—On Oct. 8, at the parish church, Camberwell, by the 
Rev. H. S. Kelsall, Incumbent of Holy Trinity, Barnstaple, Thomas S. 
Lewis, Esq., of Wilmington-square, to Annie, eldest daughter of S. B. 
Morris, Esq., of Aldermanbury. 

DEATHS. 

BROPHY—On Oct. 14, at 18 Queen-square, St. James’s-park, Sarah Anne, 
the beloved wife of Peter Brophy, Esq., and second daughter of the 
late John Humffreys Parry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

HIBBIT—On Oct. 7, Caroline, wife of Henry Hibbit, Esq., of 17 Adelaide- 
road North, St. John’s-wood, aged 31. 

MILNE—On Oct. 11, at Bognor, Sussex, Anna Maria, wife of Charles 
Milne, of Spring-grove, Hounslow, and of the Inner Temple, 
London, Esq. 

ROGERS—On Oct. 10, Ann, the wife of Thomas Rogers, Esq., Solicitor, 
New Grove-house, Bow-road, and 70 Fenchurch-street, City. 

SMITH—On Sept. 8, Robert Smith, of Regent’s-park-terrace, and Furni- 
val's-inn, Solicitor, aged 37. 


a | cee see 
Unclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

Brivors, Rev. CHAk.Es, of Old Newton, Suffolk, Rev. Epmunp HoLtonp, 
of Benhall-lodge, Suffolk, WitL1aM Lone, Esq., of Hurst-hall, Suffolk, 
and JAMES MorGAN STRACHAN, Esq., of Teddington-grove, Middlesex, 
£120 : 18 : 2 Consols.—Claimed by CHARLES BripGEs, Epmunp Hot- 
LOND, WILLIAM Lone, and JAMES MoRGAN STRACHAN. 

Ctarke, Rey. Archdeacon Unwiy, of Coddington, Chester, £31: 15:3 
Consols.—Claimed by Jonn James Unwin Ciarke, the sole executor. 
Coreman, Henry Jonn, Gent., Pontefract, Yorkshire, and Jonas GRE- 
Gory, Gent., of Clement’s-inn, £286 : 10 Consols—Claimed by Henry 

Joun CoLeMAN and Jonas GREGORY. 

Curr, Harriet, Widow, Half Moon-st., £103; 9; 11 Reduced.—Claimed 

by CurisrorHER Corr, the administrator. 





Freeman, Joun, Esq., of Gaines, Herefordshire, £700 Consols.—Claimed 
by JoHN FREEMAN. 

HoveNDEN, VALENTINE Fowler, and Ropert MeyYRiIcK HOVENDEN, Esq., 
of Gloucester-pl., Middlesex, and Jonn pe Courcy Dasuwoop, Lieut. 
R.N., of Torquay, Devon, £41 : 9 Consols—Claimed by VALENTINE 
FowLer Hovenven, Robert Merrick HOVENDEN, and JOHN DE 
Covurcy Dasuwoop. 

MonrrEsor, FREDERICK Bryno, Esq., of Ospringe, Kent, £100 Reduced.— 
Claimed by FREDERICK BynG MONTRESOR. 

Trspits, CHARLES, Esq., of Barton Seagrave, Northamptonshire, and 
Francis Hunt, Esq., of Alderwasby, Derbyshire, £1,000 Reduced.— 
Claimed by Francis Hurt, sole executor of Francis Hurt, who was 
the survivor. 





fAoney Market. 


CITY, Frmay Eventne. 

The directors of the Bank made a further advance on Monday 
of one per Cent. in their rate for discount, which now stands at 
7 per Cent. The pressure for money has been very great all 
the week. It seemed to increase rather than diminish after the 
above-mentioned advance, under the expectation probably that 
there would be a still further rise. This expectation, if it 
existed, has not been realised, and the demand for money, 
though still active, is less extensive. The arrivals of specie 
from Australia during the week have been large. The amount 
reported by the Red Jacket, the King Philip, and the Royal 
Charter, is about £784,000. The mail steamer which left 
Southampton for the Cape on Tuesday, took out £105,000 in 
gold. The fluctuations in the English Funds have daily been 
very considerable. The lowest quotation of Consols was 86} 
per Cent. on Tuesday. The closing price this afternoon is 
883 to 88} per Cent. showing a fall of about one per Cent. 
since this day week. 

Further intelligence from the United States is expected with 
great anxiety. From that quarter will probably come an 
impulse for. better or worse, which will be felt, not only in 
England, but throughout Europe. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
10th October, 1857, which we give below, it appears that the 
amount of notes in circulation is £19,990,110, being an 
increase of £42,835; and the stock of bullion in both depart- 
ments is £10,109,943, showing a decrease of £552,749 when 
compared with the previous return. It should be observed, 
that the reserve of notes in the banking department of the Bank 
stands in the same account at £4,024,400, having suffered a 
reduction during the week of £581,640. 

The past week has been a time of extraordinary excitement 
and anxiety. It is, however, satisfactory to be enabled to 
remark, that the aspect of affairs has been more favourable 
during the last three days than during the previous part of 
the week. On Saturday intelligence from America showed 
that the panic and embarrassment in that country had increased 
in a degree which must produce continued and ruinous depres- 
sion in the value of stocks and shares, and almost all property 
The banks of Philadelphia, Rhode Island; Baltimore, and 
Washington had been obliged to suspend payment. Manu- 
facturers were working short time, and discharging hands. 
A partial or total suspension of labour was taking place in the 
woollen and cotton manufacturing establishments of New 
England. The list of commercial failures contained a multi- 
tude of establishments, and the rate of discount obtained on 
the best bills ranged from 20 to 30 per cent. 

An immense amount of commercial remittances is due to 
English houses, which is accumulating every week. It is esti- 
mated that the total of United States securities in stocks and rail- 
ways held in this country is from £80,000,000 to £100,000,000 
sterling, and it is confidently stated that purchases of American 
stocks by English capitalists continue on a large scale. Many 
of these stocks and railways are liable to calls already made, 
the effect of which is to require payments from the holders. 
Moreover, the opportunity of sharing in the immense profits 
made by discounting bills inclines men who have ready money 
here to send it across the Atlantic. Accordingly, in place of 
our receiving a million sterling from the United States, it was 
reported that £400,000 was being sent to New York and Boston 
in the present week; but this report has been modified, and a 
much smaller amount named. In addition to these drains and 
disappointments on the side of America, the pressure for money 
on behalf of the East Indies is heavy. The Bank of Bengal 
refuses to make advances on Government bills except at very 
short date; and it has been stated that the East India Company 
are again seeking, but unsuccessfully, to borrow of the Bank 
of England, but this report is contradicted. On the continent 
of Europe generally, and particularly in Hamburg, where the 
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rate of discount has advanced to 9 per cent, and in Holland and 
Germany, the value of money is rising, and universal pressure 
prevails. 

Under these circumstances, the advance on Monday, by the 
Bank of England, of its rate for discount, was inevitable. But 
although it caused an immense sensation, and although the 
probability of a further advance caused an almost unprece- 
dented demand for discounts, a feeling was exhibited that the 
external shocks sustained by our finance will not destroy confi- 
dence, nor interrupt the general welfare of the country. Failures 
have been numerous, and some of them heavy, both on the 
Stock Exchange and in the manufacturing districts. The 
liabilities of firms at Glasgow, whose suspension has been 
announced, are alleged to amount to an aggregate of £1,500,000. 
It is natural to look back and call to mind the state of affairs 
ten years ago this present month. There is not now as then 
any break-up of a vast system of unsuccessful speculation ; on 
the contrary, our trade aud manufactures are believed to be in a 
healthful state. There is now an absence of all panic. Persons 
who have capital lend freely; at high rates of course. The 
payment of dividends at the Bank commenced on Wednesday. 

The unfavourable nature of the late returns of the Bank of 
France exceeds the expectations entertained on this side. The 
harvest in France proved to be of surpassing productiveness, 
and yet the exportation of grain continues prohibited—not, it is 
said, from any anticipation of want, but to enable certain con- 
tracts to be conveniently fulfilled. If the people of France were 
permitted to export their surplus grain, some return of specie 
would probably ensue; whereas, under prohibitory regulations, 
the supply of bullion is so short that £37,960 has been expended 
in the last four weeks in premiums on purchase of gold and 
silver; notwithstanding which, the cash in hand at the head 
office and in the branches has decreased in the same time no less 
than £896,000, and stands at £9,022,600. The directors have 
now raised their rate of discount to 6} per cent. The rate since 
June last has been 5} per cent. In the interval the decrease in 
their stock of bullion has amounted to £2,400,000. The con- 
sequence of continuing the lower rate we find has been an 
increase of above a million under the head of commercial bills 
discounted, and also a large augmentation in bank notes issued 
to order, which augmented issue enables the Bank to grant this 
additional accommodation in discounting bills of exchange. 
These circumstances indicate the presence of speculative and 
dangerous operations in the monetary system of France. We 
hope it may pass away without any great pecuniary commotion. 
The public funds have not experienced any great depression. 
‘Trade is reported to be sound and active, both in Paris and 
in the provinces. The price of wheat and flour is gradually 
declining. A considerable fall has taken place in the price of 
silk, and it continues to go down; and as the recent favourable 
reports of the vintage are fully confirmed, the price of wine may 
also be expected to decline. 


English F — 









































ENGLISH FUNDS, Sat. | Mon. | Tues | Wed bane} Fri. 
} lan 
Bank Stock ....cccccseeeeeeee lato 17/2134 xdi2014 13} 213 211 213 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann. ... 72 x d| 863 2 | 863 62.87 G3 7] 87} 
3 per Cent, Cons, Ann....| 895 4 | 873 3 864 73| 87$ Z| 88} 741 884 
New 3 per Cent. Ann. veal | 87 3 oF 86% 2 | 873 63 87% 873 
New 34 per Cent. Ann....| PW ss ae ee 
5 per Cent. Annuities ...| }- > teed 3 
Long Ann. (exp. Jan. 5,! | | 
= SERS AHS TR pert }2xd pang 2 1-16 

Do. ppg Oct. 10, | baal } 
Do. ‘30 years (exp. Jar | r 
_ “30 yeas ea Apr. 5, | | | ‘ 

885) ...... oe | 74 | 17 ose r 15-1617 5-16 
India Pith censuses 211 | 210 | 2083 | 209 
India Bonds (£1,000) wae ‘logs. ‘dis. ae |: laos. “dia 
Do. (under £1,000) ...... | } ead ..  [303, dis, 
Exch. Bills (£1,000) Mar. 4s. “als. 15s. “dis os “ais 5s. dis. 10s. wre dis, 
——_—--—— June) ... oe aes 
Exch, Bills (£500) Mar-./4s. dis, 6s. ‘dis. 1s. aa 
-_————-—— June! wee om 
Exch, Bills (Small) Mar.|3s. dis. 128, ‘dis ste 4s, “als 10s, dis. 5s. “dis 
ee): ae ren merry 
Exch. Bills Advertised...) ... | a+ iis | 
Exch, Bonds, 1858, 34! | ‘ 

a ae eral 983 
Exch. Bonds, 33 | | | 
_per Cent. seeceeeeerreeeeeee! 983 | 983 8! 98} 1 98 ° 





Ensurance Companies. 
Equity and Law . 6 
English and Scottish Law 4 
Law Fire 4} 
Law Life ....60 63 















































Law Reversionary Interest 19 

Law Union par 

Legal and Commercial par 

Legal and General Life 63 

London and Provincial 2g 

Medical, Legal, and General . ........ benenoneesuinsienes ww. «par 

Solicitors’ and General par 

Railway Htock. 

Railways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues, | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. 
Bristol and Exeter | eve herd | eee ee 84 
Caledonian... +84 34 4 833 23) #04 903 78 1793 4727391 79 
Chester and Holyhead ... 33 23 on eee ove 
East Anglian ... .1. 00] aes 18} tee eee 


East Lancashire ... ...) 903 90 89 90 
Edinburgh and Glasgow) 64 ae 634 7 
Edin., Perth. & Dundee.| 214 27} xd) 2783] .. j273 xd 
Glasgow & South Western; ... dos des os 
Great Northern... ....95 4} oil, | 93 2 033 $ | 933 4 | 9465 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.), spe i oon soe 
Great Western... ...| 523 3 Pes "| 524 3 1522 § 3) 524 3 | 51g 2h 
Lancashire & Yorkshire .| 934 3 | 924 $ | 914 | 928 4 924 924 i 
Lon., Brighton, &S.Coast; ... 100 14 100 1 j1015 
London & North Western} 953 43) 943 & | 934 43) 95} 43 954 "es! 951 6 5 
London and S. Western .| 88} {| 88} 8 {88 73 €} a932/ ... | 88% Of 
Man., Shef., and Lincoln} n oet 93} 38} | 378} 38 373 4) 39 
Midland ... sc ase oes/803 2 408 ‘9 795 793 80 aot iF sli 3 
Norfolk eos 408 | ose eee 

North British... .. sae avs 46 464 6 7 
North Eastern (Berwick) 90% $ | 903 89} 84 89} (913 903) 91 oe. 
North London ove 


Eastern Union a stock |... as i “4 aie aye ie 
| 








— 
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Oxford, Wore. & Wolv. .| 30 30 29 | 28% ase 29 | eee 
Scottish Central ... ...| ... ase vs eee see ose 
Scot.N.E. Aberdeen Stock} ... 23 see . we 
Shropshire Union... ...| «+ 46 47 5} 474 , 48 
South-Eastern... «| 647 3 | 64 62 | 6214 | 62% 624 
South-Wales ... ..6 so ...  |82$ 2 3} oo . 





Bank of England, 


AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 10TH DAY OF OCTOBER, 1857. 


IssuE DUPARTMENT. 


£ 
Notes issued. P 24,014,510 | Government Debt 11,015,100 
Other Securities . + 93,449,900 
| Gold Coin and Bullion. 9,539,510 
| Silver Bullion ese 
£24,014,510 





£24,014,510 





BANKING DEPARTMENT. 


£ £ 
Proprietors’ Capital. 14,553,000 | Government Securities 
Rest + 3,959,285 (incl Dead Weight 
Public Deposits (includ- Annuity) + 10,560,607 
ing Exchequer, Say- Other Securities 22,398,877 
ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes + 4,024,400 


sioners of National 
Debt, and Dividend 
Accounts) . : . 8,502,326 


Gold and Silv er Coin ‘ 570,433 





Other Deposits 9,667,123 
Seven day & other Bills 872,580 
£37,554,317 £37,554,317 





Dated the 15th day of October, 1857. M. MarsHatt, Chief Cashier. , 


Loudon Gasettes, 


COMMISSIONER FOR TAKING ACKNOWLEDGMENTS OF 
MARRIED WOMEN. 


TueEspay, Oct. 13, 1857. 
Fisurr, FreDERICK WILLIAM, Gent., Doncaster.— Whitehall, Aug. 17. 


Bartkrupts, 
TugspAy, Oct. 13, 1857. 

ALLINGTON, Jonny, Grocer, Market-pl., Norwich. Pet. Oct. 12. Oct. 
28, at 1, and Novy. 24, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. 
Lee. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. 

BACK, Cuartes Epwarp, Grocer, 123 Tottenham-ct.-rd. Pet. Oct. 12. 
Oct, 22, at 11, and Nov. 26, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. (ff. Ass. 
Bell. So/. Millman, Danes’-inn, Strand. 

BANES, MIcHaet, Sewed Muslin Warehouseman, Watling-st. Pet. Oct. 
9. Oct. 27, at 12.30, and Nov. 24, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 
Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Murray, 11 London- ‘st., Fenchurch-st. 

BENNETT, Herpert, Draper, Chester. Pet. Oct. 2. Oct. 29 and Nov. 19, 
at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Cobbett & Wheeler, 
Brown-st., Manchester. 

BOOTH, Joun Stocks, Pianoforte-dealer, Sheffield. Pef. Oct. 9. Oct. 
24 and Nov. 21, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Com. West. Of. Ass. 
Brewin. So/. Fernell, Sheffield. 

BRACHER, Freprricx, Tailor, 23 Old Jewry. Pet. Oct. 8. Oct. 27,4 
2, and Nov. 24, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Of Ass. Ed- 
wards. Sol. West, 3 Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 

FISHER, Witi4aM, Butcher, Kilburn, Middlesex. Pet. Oct. 10. Oct. 22” 
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at 2, and Nov. 12, at 12; rrr Com. Evans. “of Ass, John- 
son. Sols. Smith & Son, Barnard’s-inn. 

FOULD, Cuarvzs -(Fould & Co.), Merchant Shipper, 3 Cannon-st. Pet. 
Oct. 5. Oct. 31 and Nov. 27, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 
Off. Ass. Edwards. Sols. Depree & Austin, 23 Lawrance-la., Cheap- 
side. 

JOHNS, James CHARLES, Commission Agent, 7 Duchess-st., Portland-pl., 
now a Prisoner for Debt in Whitecross-st. Prison. Pet. Oct. 3. Oct. 28, 
at 12, and Nov. 24, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com, Fonblanque. Of. Ass. 
Stansfeld. So/. Oldershaw, 14 St. Swithin’s-la. 

LORD, Wituiam, & THomaS Lupton, Cottonspinners, Shawforth, near 
Rochdale, Lancashire. et. Oct. 9. Oct. 26 and Nov. 16, at 12; Man- 
chester. Off. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Holmes, Barnley ; or Sale, Wor- 
thington, & Shipman, Manchester. 

REES, Joun Rocer, Grocer, Llanelly, Carmarthenshire. Pet. Oct. 5. 
Oct. 27, at 12, and Nov. 24, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Off. Ass. Acra- 
man. Sol. Miller, Nicholas-st., Bristol. 

SIMONITE, Grace, Iron Plate-worker, Pope-st., Birmingham. Pet. Oct. 
8. Oct. 28 and Nov. Li, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Of. Ass. 
Christie. Sols. Southall & Nelson, Birmingham. 

STARKEY, Cuartes, Dust Contractor, Brunswick-wharf, Agar-town, 
King’s-cross. Pet. Oct. 5. Oct. 27, at 2.30, and Nov. 24, at 2; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sols, Smith & Son, 6 Barnard’s- 
inn. 

WADE, James (J. Wade & Co,), Papermaker, Postford Mills, Chilworth, 
near Guildford, Surrey. Pet. Oct. 10. Oct. 29, at 11, and Nov. 24, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Nicholson, 48 Lime- 
st., City. 





Fripay, Oct. 16, 1857, 

ANDREWARTHA, James, Builder, 4 Forest-hill-ter., Kent. Pet. Oct. 9. 
Nov. 2, at 11, and Nov. 30, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 
Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Flux, 17 Ironmonger-la. 

BACKHOUSE, Tuomas, Painter, Leeds, et. Oct. 13. Oct, 30 and Nov. 
27, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com, West. Off. Ass. Young. 
Sols. Bond & Barwick, Leeds, 

BLACKHURST, James, Attorney-at-Law and Money Scrivener, Liver- 
pool. Pet. Oct. 15. Nov. 4 and Dee, 2, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. 
Off. Ass. Cazenove. Sol. Myers, Preston. 

BURY, Tuomas, Dyer, Salford, Lancashire. Pet. Oct. 13, Oct. 29 and 
Nov. 20, at 12.80; Manchester. Of. Ass. Ilernaman. Sol. Churchill, 
86 Cross-st., Manchester. 

COPE, Witt1aM Natuan Sykes, Wholesale Tobacconist, 49 Wellington- 
st., Goswell-st., Middlesex, and Pelham-st., Nottingham. et. Oct. 
13. Oct. 22 and Nov. 26, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Off 
Ass. Bell. Sols. George and Downing, 35 King-st., Cheapside. 

EMERY, SamveEt, Roller of Metals, Victoria Rolling Mil), Aston-juxta- 
Birmingham, be ot gua Pet. Oct. 12, Oct. 29 and Nov. 19, at 
11.80; Birmingham. Com, Balguy. Of. Ass. Christie. Soi. Smith, 
Birmingham. 

HUXLEY, Epwanrp, Surgical Bandage Maker, 8 Old Cavendish-st. Pet. 
Oct. 12. Oct. 31, at 1, and Nov. 28, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Hol- 
royd. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old 
Jewry-chambers. 

MOSEDALE, Josern, Engineer and Machinist, Coventry, Warwickshire. 
Pet. Oct. 14. Oct. 29 and Nov. 19, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Bal- 
guy. Off. Ass. Christie. Sols. Minster, Coventry ; or Reece, Birming- 


PALMER, Ricuarp, Plumber, 20 St. James’s-st., Brighton. Peé. Oct. 9. 
Oct. 26, at 1, and Nov. 24, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Off. Ass. 
Bell. Sol. Cutler, 5 Bell-yd, Doctor’s-commons. 

REED, Cuarues, Draper, 176 Upper Whitecross-st. Pet. Oct. 6. Oct. 
22, at 1, and Nov. 26, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Qf. Ass. 

® Bell. Sols. Reed, Langford, & Marsden, Friday-st. 

RUNDLE, James Tuomas, & Bicton Hutt Runpue, Linendrapers, Ply- 

fimouth. Pet. Oct. 14. Oct. 29, at 1, and Dec, 3, at 10; Atheneum, 
— Com. Bere. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sel. Turner, Castle-st., 
Exeter, 

STEEDMAN, James, Pianoforte Manufacturer, 119 Albany-st., Regent’s- 
pk. Pet. Oct. 15. Oct. 26 and Nov. 24, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com, 
Evans. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Carpenter, 3 Elm-ct., Temple. 

TAYLER, Epwin Mies, Wine, Spirit, and Beer Merchant, Coal Ex- 
change Vaults, Lower Thames-st. Pet, Oct. 14. Oct. 29 and Nov. 27, 
at ll; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sol. Ander- 
son, 1o Barge-yd. Chambers, Bucklersbury. 

TAY LOR, Joun, Manufacturer of Fancy Hosiery, Leicester. Pet. Oct. 10. 
Nov. 10 and 24, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Of. 
Ass. Harris. So/, Haxby, Leicester. 

ZONCADA, Cuartes (Ch. Zoncada & Co.), Importer of Gilt Mouldings 
and General Merchant, 17 St. Mary-axe. Pet. Oct. 5. Oct. 28, at 2, 
and Nov. 27, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sols. 
Bell, Cowdell, & Boyce, 21 Abchurch-lane, City. 

MEETINGS. 
Turspay, Oct. 13, 1857. 

AncHer, GrorGe, Corn and Seed Merchant, Gt. Clacton, near Colchester, 
Essex. Nov. 3, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

Bran, Joun, Coal Merchant, 2 New London-st., and 1 Albert-ter., Albert- 
rd., Sydenham-pk. Oct. 24, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Last Ex. 

Bevan, CHARLES STANLEY, & CHARLES SOUTHERN BEVAN (Charles Bevan 
& Son), Bookbinders and Printers, Street’s-bldgs., Chapel-st., Grosvenor- 
sq. Nov. 3, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Last Fx. 

Gore, THomas, Machine-maker, Manchester. Nov. 4, at 1; Manchester. 
Com. Jemmett. Div. 

Hawkes, Tuomas, formerly of Dudley, Worcestershire, Glass Manufac- 
turer; Liverpool, Merchant; Garston, Lancashire, Salt Manufacturer ; 
and Paddington, Middlesex. Nov. 3, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Evans, Div. 

JELLEY, Francis, jun., Brewer and Seed Merchant, Stamford, Lincoln- 
shire. Nov. 10, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

ee RoBertT EDWARD, Grocer, Thorney, Cambridgeshire. Nov. 3, at 

; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 

wane Puitip, Miller and Corn Merchant, Waren Mills, near Belford, 
Northumberland. Nov. 6, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Com. Ellison. Final Div. 

Ottiver, THomas, Livery-stable-keeper, Prestbury, near Cheltenham, 
Gloucestershire (whose last examination stands adjourned sine die). 
Noy. 16, at 11; Bristol Com. Hill. Last Ex. 





THE SOLICITORS ’ OURNAL © baaraihcdeneiios 899 





Reay, Wiirram, Corn and Provision Dealer, 39 Worcester-st., Birming- 
ham. Nov. 12, at 11.30; Birmingha. Com. Balguy. Div. 

Waastarr, GEorGe JAMEs, Watchmaker, 54 Whitechapel-rd., Middlesex. 
Nov. 3, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 

Wittcox, Tuomas Percivat, & Epwiry Wittcox (Thomas Willeox & 
Sons), Contractors, Bristol. Nov. 5, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Fur. 
Div. joint est. 

Frimay, Oct. 16, 1857. 

Daviss, Puitxrp, Grocer late of Tondee, Bridgend, Glamorganshire, now 
of Aberkenfig, near Tondee. Noy. 6, at 1; Basinghall-st.. Com. 
Goulburn. Div. 

Dent, Witt1aAM, Lead Merchant, 21 Newcastle-st., Strand. Nov. 6, at 
11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 

Dorc, WILLIAM, & JOHN SKELTON, Timber Merchunts, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Nov. 10, at 11; Royal Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. 
Ellison. Final Div. 

FaIRLAMB, CHRISTOPHER, Cheesemonger, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Oct. 
27, at 11; Royal Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Com. Ellison. (By 
adj. from Oct. 9) Last Ex. 

GARForRTH, ANTHONY, Pau GArForts, & Exocu GArrortu (A. Garforth 
& Sons), Manufacturers, Earlsheaton, Yorkshire. Nov. 9, at 11; Com- 
mereial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Div. 

GREENWOOD, THoMmAsS, & SAMUEL KinG, Builders, Cannon-st. and St. 
Aubyn-st., Devonport. Nov. 12, at 10; Atheneum, Plymouth. Com. 
Bere. Dir. sep. est. of each bankrupt. 

Hunt, Wititam Epwarp, Licensed Victualler, 82 and 83 Strand. Oct. 
29, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Last £x. 

Innes, Jonn, Merchant, St. Mildred's-ct. Nov. 6, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Jounston, Rosert, & James JerRAM Prarr (Jobnston, Pratt & Co.)1 
Merchants, lately trading in copartnership at 12 Billiter-sq. Oct. 29, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Last £r. 

KINDRED, FREDERICK, Miller, Framlingham, Suffolk. Noy. 6, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Krirksripe, Isaac, & JoHN Kirk BRIDE, Stone and Marble Masons, Car- 
lisle. Oct, 27, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. 
Ellison. (By Adj. from Oct. 2) Last Ex. 

K ive, Curistian (Du Barry and Co.), Revalenta Arabica Importer, 127 
New Bond-st. Nov. 6, at11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div 

Mason, EpMuND LILLYCRAPP, Innkeeper and Brewer, Old Town-st., 
Plymouth. Nov. 12, at 10; "Athenzum, Plymouth. Com. Bere. Aud. 
Accs. and Prf. Debts. 

Marrnews, Joun, jun., Marble Mason, Union-st., Plymouth, and Union- 
st., Stonehouse, Devon. Nov. 12, at 10; Athenaeum, Plymouth. Com. 
Bere. Aud. Accs. and Prf. Debts. 

PLaty, FRANGONLIS PANTELEON, Merchant, 15 Broad-st.-bldgs. Nov. 6, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Seputon, THomas, Licensed Victualler and Watch Movement Manufac- 
turer, Prescot, Lancashire. Noy. 6, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. 
Dir. 

Torrinc, Rrcwarp, Builder, 50 Cobourg-st., Plymouth. Nov. 12, at 10; 
Athenzum, Plymouth. Com. Bere. Liv, 

TOWAN, STEPHEN, Currier, 13 Buckwell-st., Plymouth. Noy. 12, at 10; 
Atheneum, Plymouth. Com. Bere. Div. 
Trent, W1Lt1AM, Hosier, 21 Royal-exchange. 

st. Com. Holroyd. Last Ex. 
DIVIDENDS, 
TuEspay, Oct, 13, 1857. 

Epwanrps, THOMAS, “~~ and Glass Dealer, 26 Eversholt-st., Oakley-sq., 

St. Pancras. First, ! Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st. ; any Thursday, ll 


Noy. 3, at 2; Basinghall- 


to 2. 

Monror, Writiam Horacr, Pawnbroker, Boston, Lincolnshire. First, 
ls. Harris, Middle-pavement, Nottingham; next three Mondays, 11 
to 3. 

Pace, ALFRED, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, 31 Baker-st., Portman-sq. 
First, 2s. 6d. Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st ; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

FRIDAY, Oct. 16, 1857. 

Bryan, Ropert Horr, Clock and Watch Maker, Lincoln. 
Carrick, Quay-st. Chambers, Hull; any Tbursday, 11 to 2. 

Casson, Bensamin, & Henry Casson, Tanners, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Second, 23d. Carrick, Quay-st. Chambers, Hull; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

DANGERFIELD, JOHN, sen., Builder, Kirtley, Suffolk. First, 2s. 10d. Lee, 
20 Aldermanbury ; on Wednesday next, and three subsequent Wednes- 
days, 11 to 2. 

GARNETT, Henry, Stationer and News Agent, 34 and 35 stroud-st., Dover. 
First, 2s. 6d. Edwards, Sambrook-ct., Basinghall-st.; Wednesday next, 
and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 

Kipp, SAMUEL GEORGE, Seed Crusher, Kingston-upon-Hull. First, 3s. 8d. 

Carrick, Quay-st. Chambers, Hull; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

M‘KINNELL, & Suri, Waterproofers, Liverpool and Huyton Quarry, Lan- 
cashire. Second, 10d. Turner, 53 South John-st., Liverpool; any 
Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

NEAVE, WINTER, Miller, Market Rasen and Sheffield. First, 1)3d. Care 
rick, Quay-st. Chambers, Hull; any Thursday, 1] to 2. 

OtvER, Ann, Draper, Walkington, near Beverley. First, 44d. Carrick, 
Quay-st. Chambers, Hull; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

Oster. Joun, Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull. Second, 22d, Carrick, 
Quay-st. Chambers, Hull; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

Smith, Epwarp, Baker, Isleworth. Second, 2s. 8d., and 7s. 2d. on new 
proofs. Edwards, 1 Sambrook-ct., Basinghall-st.; Wednesday next, and 
three subsequent Wednesdays, Ii to 2 

Spratt, SAGAR HOLDEN, Ship Chandler, Liverpool. First, 5s. Turner 
53 South John-st., Liverpool ; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TuESDAY, Oct. 13, 1857. 

Bancks, CukisTopHer, Ship-chandler, Liverpool. Nov. 3, at 11; Liver- 
pool. 

Datton, SAMUEL, DANTEL Datton, & ALFRED Darton, Ironmasters, 
Chester ; trading at Leeswood, Mold, Flintshire, as “The Leeswood 
Iron Company.” Noy. 4, at 11; Liv erpool 

Dance, Jonn, & HENRY WANE, "Grocers, Fairford, Gloucestershire. On 
application of John Dance. Novy. 9, at 11; Bristol. 

ELpringcr, THomas, Coach-maker, 27 Upper North-pl., Gray’s-inn-rd., 
and 21 Brownlow-mews, Guildford-st. Noy. 3, at 2.30; Basinghall-st. 


First, 6s. 
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Fox, GeorGe, Fret-cutter and eiaiiaiiinaiiat 18 Wells-mews, Wells-st., 
Oxford-st. Nov. 4, at 2.30; Basinghall-st. 

Horus, ‘THomas, Bookseller, 76 St. Paul’s-churchyd. Nov. 4, at 1.30; 
Basinghall-st. 

Ricuarps, Witt1AM Henry, & Sigismunp Louis BoRKHEIM, Merchants, 
7 Gracechurch-st., London, and Balaklava, Crimea. Nov. 4, at 2.30; 
Basin ghall-st. 

Rosinson, GEORGE JONATHAN, Silk Merchant, Nottingham. Nov. 10, at 
10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 

Wi1son, Tuomas, Railway-carriage-maker, Westbromwich, Staffordshire. 
Nov. 13, at 10; Birmingham. 

Fripay, Oct. 16, 1857. 

BEAvuMONT, MATTHEW SHeaRD, Corn and Flour Dealer, Huddersfield. 
Nov. 6,at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 

Brown, MicnagEL Hunter, & CHARLES STONLEY, Builders, Blanford-st., 
Bishopwearmouth, Durham. Nov. 10, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

— BeENJAMIN, Cloth Merchant, Barnsley, Yorkshire. Nov. 6, at 11; 


Exeey, Josepa Bowron, Commission Agent, Horton, Bradford, York- 
shire. Nov. 6, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Garrortu, ANTHONY, PAUL Garrortu, & ENocu GarrortH, Manufac- 
— Earlsheaton, Yorkshire. Noy. 9, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., 

eds. 

GATRELL, Joun, jun., Farmer, Askham Richard, near York. Nov. 
10, at 11 ; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 

Govert, Joun Hit, Builder, Dennett-rd., Peckham, now a prisoner for 
debt in Horsemonger-lane Gaol. Nov. 3, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 

GrirFitas, Eqpext, Wine Merchant, 1!8 Fenchurch-st. Nov. 9, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. 

Heron, Wi.cram, Cloth Merchant, Huddersfield. 

Jackson, Jonn, Eating-house-keeper, 19 Mark-lane. 
Basinghall-st. 

Jonns, Davin, Draper, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. Nov. 10, at 11; Bristol. 

Mitts, Joun Mansnip, & WitttaM Bittincton MILLs, Brewers, Great 
Berkhampstead, Herts. Nov 6, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

MOSELEY, BENJAMIN, Scythe Manufacturer, Bradway, Norton, Derby- 
shire. Nov. 7, at 10; Council-hall, Shetfield. 

Mycrort, SAMUEL, Butcher, Worksop, Notts. 
hall, Sheffield. 

Naren, Puivip, Miller, Waren Mills, Belford, Northumberland. Nov. 6, 
at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

RopGer, ‘THomas, Grocer, Attercliffe-cum-Darnell, Yorkshire. 
at 10; Council Hall, Sheffield. 

Smmons, James, Marble Merchant, 20 Bridge-ter., Harrow-rd., Padding- 
ton. Nov. 9, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

SMALLPEICE, HENRY WILLIAM Bunp, & HENRY WILLIAM SMALLPEICE, 
Curriers, Guildford, Surrey, and Aldershott, Hants. Nov. 9, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 

Vickers, Jonn, Wine and Spirit Merchant, 14 Eldon-rd., Victoria-rd., 
Kensington, 4 Cross-lane, St. Mary-at-Hill, Lower Thames-st., and 93 
High-st., Southwark. Nov. 9, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Watson, THomas, Ship Owner, late of Goldsbrough, Lythe, Yorkshire, 
now of Ruswarp, Whitby, Yorkshire. Nov. 6, at 11; Commercial- 
bidgs., Leeds. 

Wiwpenny, Urtan, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, Holme Bridge, Almond- 
bury, Yorkshire. Nov. 6, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Wraae, Jouy, sen., Cutlery Manufacturer, Sheffield. Nov, 7, at 10; 
Council Hall, Shettield. 

To be DELIVERED, unless AVPEAL, be duly entered. 
Tuespay, Oct. 13, 1857. 

M‘Kay, Tuomas Curapert, & Jonn M‘Kay, jun., Mosiers, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Oct. 9, 3rd class. 

Fripay, Oct. 16, 1857. 

Cxank, James, Tea-dealer, Alphington-st., St. Thomas the Apostle, Devon. 
Oct. 8, 3rd class. 

Hawartn, Jony, Calico Manufacturer, Shaw Clough, Rossendale, Lanca- 
shire. Oct. 10, 3rd class; after a suspension of six calendar months 
from Mar. 13. 

Lake, WILLIAM, Maltster, Topsham, Devon. Oct. 8. 3rd class. 

SpLatt, SAGAR Hotven, Sailmaker, Ansdell-st., Liverpool. Oct. 9, 2nd 
class. 

TorrinG, Ricuarp, Builder, 50 Cobourg-st., Plymouth. Oct. 5, 2nd class. 


Professional Partnerships Bissalbev. 
Fripay, Oct. 16, 1857. 

Kine, Wintiam Warwick, & Francis GEORGE, Solicitors, 35 King-st., 
Cheapside, As and from Sept. 16. 

Mount, Francis Wintiam, & Francis HuGu Hacerr, Attorneys and 
Solicitors, 10 Clement’s-la., Lombard-st.; by mutual assent, as and 
from 2nd of March last. F. W. Mount will pay and receive all debts 
owing from and to the said partnership. 


Assiqunents for Benelit of Crevitorsg. 
TuEsDAY, Oct. 13, 1857. 

Frost, Jou, Drap er ono ie ner, =~ Shields. Oct. 8. 
J. Allan, Wareh 
Shields. Sol. Lietch, North Shiela 

Hick ine, THoMas Darr, & GeorGr HerBert Hickiine, General Ware- 
housemen, Nottingham. Oct. 8. Trustees, D. Booker, Lace Commis- 
sion Agent; H. Baker, Lace Manufacturer; both of Nottingham, Sol. 
Morley, Nottingham. 

LAMBERT, MALLION, Carpenter, Horsmonden, Kent. Oct. 5. Trustees, 
J. Clemetson, Miller, Goudhurst, Kent; J. Miles, Farmer, Horsmonden; 
W. Saunders, Brickmaker, Horsmonden; S$. Waters, Grocer, Horsmon- 
den. Sol, Hinds, Goudhurst. 

Mutcock, Epwix, Draper, 67 Newington-causeway, Surrey. 
Trustees, F. Dennant, Warehouseman, Aldermanbury; W. 
Warehouseman, Cannon-st. West. 

O'REILLY, James, Silk Mercer, Grafton-st., Dublin. Sept. 17. Trustees, 
C. Wilson, Warehouseman, Watling-st., London; J. Buchanan, Ware- 
houseman, Gutter-la. Sol. Mardon, 99 Newgate-st., London. 

Pawe, WitLIAM, Cordwainer, Falmouth. Sept. 30. Trustees, J. Halla- 
more, Accountant, Falmouth; T. H. Lanyon, Tanner, Falmouth. Sol. 
Tilly, Falmouth. 


Nov. 6, at 11; Leeds. 
Nov. 6, at 11; 


Nov. 7, at 10; Council- 


Nov. 7, 


Trustees, 
G. Fawceus, Shipbuilder, North 





Sept. 17. 
Parren, 
Sol. Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 





Suaw, Epwarp, Draper, Hull. Sept. 17. Trustees, J. Howell, Ware. ~ 
houseman, St. Paul’ ‘s-churchy vd.; J. Baggallay, W. arehouseman, Love- 
la. Sols. Parker & Lee, 18 St. Paul’s-churchyd. 

Sissons, EDWARD BREAREY, Grocer, Cheny-hill, Castlegate, York. Oct, 
10. Trustees, H. F. Smith, Merchant, Sutton, Yorkshire; R. Cat 
Commission "agent, York; R. Dempsey, Gent., York. Sol. Brearey, 2 
Newington-pl., York. i 

SoMERs, JOSEPH, Maltster, Repton, Derbyshire. Sept. 29. Trustees, G,.~ 
Wayte, Farmer, Repton; R. Roberts, Shoemaker, Repton. Sol. Drewry, © 
High-st., Burton-upon-Trent. ; 

Sweeny, Dents, Iron Merchant, Chester. Sept. 15. Zrustees, ; — q 
Printer, Chester; E. W. Topham, Gent., Chester; G. L, U 


Iron Merchant, Wolverhampton, Staffordshire. Sols. Walker & ‘oma 4 


Sept. 19. Trustees, 
Sol. Whitehead, 


Town-hall, Chester. 

WOLSTENHOLME, ELLEN, Milliner, Bury, Lancashire. 
T. P. Tyas and P. Gillibrand, Merchants, Manchester. 
Bury. 

Fripay, Oct. 16, 1857. 3 

Bortcer, GERD, Grocer, 260 High-st., Poplar, Middlesex. Sept. 187 
Trustees, K. W. Nutter, Cheesemonger, High-st., Whitechapel; T, 
Danby, Grocer, High-st., Whitechapel. Sols. Turner & Son, 8 Mount. 3 
pl, Whitechapel-rd. 

Brow: x, CHARLES, Barlbro', Derby, & Mary Brown, Spinster, of the © 
same place (C. Brown & Co. ), Farmers and Wood-dealers. 7'rustees, | 
M. Barber, Farmer, Barlbro’; W. Bradley, Draper, Barlbro’. Creditors 
to execute within two calendar months from Sept. 30. Sols. Gould & 
Son, Paradise-sq., Sheffield. } 

Foicner, Satiy, Linendraper, Shoreditch. Sept. 30. 7rustees, C. J, 7 
Leaf, Merchant, Old Change; E. Caldecott, Merchant, Cheapside. Sol, ~ 
Jones, 15 Sise-la. j 

Orton, Jonny, Saddler, Stockton, Durham. Oct.13. Trustee, T. Guthrie, © 
Currier, Northallerton, Yorkshire. Sols. Newby, Richmond, & Watson, 
Stockton. ; 

Piccort, CHARLES, Tailor and Outfitter, 184 Whitechapel-rd. Oct. 187 
Trustee, 'T. Boustield, Slopseller, St. Mary-axe, Sols. Lofty, Potter, & 
Son, 36 King-st., Cheapside. 4 

THREADKEL, ‘THoMas, Wheelwright, Westleton, Suffolk. Oct. 10. 7iruge” 
tees, S. Chapman, Bricklayer, Darsham, Suffolk; J. Warne, Shoemaker, 7 
Kelsale, Suffolk. Creditors to execute within two months from Oct. 10, 
Sol. Gooding, Southwold, Suffolk. ; 

Tomson, JAMES SAMUEL WILLIAM, & ALBERT THOMAS TULL, Fancy Box 
Manufacturers, late of Barbican, and now of 6 Commercial-pL, City-rd, 7 
Oct. 6. Trustees, J. W. Bennett, Wholesale Stationer, 181 Upper 4 
Thames-st.; E. Morgan, Stationer, Cheapside. Sol. Barber, 10} Iron~ | 
monger,-lane, Cheapside. : 

TurnsuLt, THomas, Grocer, Haydonbridge, Northumberland. Oct. 10, 7 
Trustees, W. Pearson, Innkeeper, Haydonbridge; W. Hedley, Auge 
tioneer, Haydonbridge. Sol, Opedaile, Haydonbridge. 

Wess, GronrGe, JAMEs Banks, & CHARLES ‘THOMAS WEBB (Webb & Co,), 
Metal Refiners, 13a St. John’s-row, St. Luke's. Oct. 10. Trustee, L, 
Mouillée, Commission Agent, Queen-st., Cheapside. Sols, Clowes, Son, — 
«& Hickley, 10 King’s Bench-walk, Temple. : 

WEErks, CHARLES, & JAMES WEEKS, Rope Manufacturers, Poole. Sept. ~ 
25. Trustees, G. RK. Penney, Rope Manufacturer, Poole; S. Thompson, ~ 
Flax Spinner, Fordingbridge, Hants. Sol. Aldridge, Market-st., Poole, 

Wurre, ARTHUR JAMEs, Hatter, 19 Regent-st., Waterloo-pl. Sept. 23. 3 
Trustee, C. J. C. Grittin, Hat Manufacturer, Southwark-br.-rd. Cre= 7 
ditors to execute on or before Noy. 23. Sol. Sturdy, 29 Bucklersbury, 

Younc, Henry, Saddler, Newhaven, Sussex. Oct. 12, Zrustees, B, 7 
Eddlestone, Cordwainer, Newhaven; T. Luck, Tea Dealer, Eastbourne, 
Sol. Sinnock, Hailsham. 


Wiinding-up of Joint Stack Company. 
TUESDAY, Oct. 13, 1857. 

MetroponitaN Breap Company (Limited).—This Company was, by an 
order of the Court of Bankruptcy, dated June 24, ordered to be wound? © 
up. Creditors to present and prove their claims on Nov. 3, at 2, before 
Mr. Com: Fonblanque, Basinghall-st. Graham, Official Liquidator, 25 


Coleman-st. 2 
Scotch Sequestrations. 
TUESDAY, Oct, 13, 1857. 
Hunter, James, Provision-dealer, Maryhill, near Glasgow. 
12, Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. Oct. 9. 
LIBERMAN, SAMUEL, Oil-cloth Manufacturer, Glasgow. Oct. 20, at 12, © 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. Oct. 8. j 
M‘CrEATH, JAMES, some time Potato Merchant, Glasgow, now Dairyman, 
Stobeross Farm, Glasgow. Oct. 16, at 12, Globe Hotel, George-8q, 
Glasgow. Seq. Oct. 6. 4 
M‘Innes, SAMUEL, Wholesale Grocer, Pleasance, Edinburgh. Oct. 16, ab — 
L, Dow clls & Lyon’ 8 Sale Rooms, 18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. Oct. 9. 
Orn, Hucu, Grocer, Nelson-st., Tradeston, Glasgow, now residing in 
Cook-st. Oct. 17, at 12, Crow Hotel, George-sq., Glasgow. Seg. Oct. 8. 
Rowertson, ALEXANDER, Farmer, Wood- end, Botriphnie, Banff. Oct. 
16, at 11, Gordon Arms Hotel, Keith. Seg. Oct. 8 

SmitH, ANDREW, Coach-builder, Paisley. Oct. 20, at 2, Globe Hotel, 
High-st., Paisley. Seg. Oct. 10. 

YounG, James, Dundee Merchant and Commission Broker, North Albion- 
ct., Glasgow. Oct. 19, at 1, Maclean’s Globe Hotel, George-sq., Glas- 
gow. Seg. Oct. 8, 


Oct. 21, at 


Frimay, Oct. 16, 1857. 

Brunton, Rosert, Builder, lately residing in Kirkaldy, now in New 
York, & Robert Tuomson, Builder, lately residing in Kirkaldy, after- 
wards in Edinburgh, and now believed to be on his passage to Ame- 
rica, Co-partners. Oct. 21, at 12, Bell Coffee-house, Kirkaldy. Seg. 


Oct. 12. 
Criark, Mrs. CuristiAN (deceased), Hotel-keeper, Newhaven. On 


at 2, Kennedy's Ship Hotel, East Register-st., Edinburgh. 
et, 13. 

LeGcet, Davip Dickson, Skinner, Water of Leith, near Edinburgh. 
Oct, 21, at 2, Lyon’s Rooms, 18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. Oct. 10. 
PuRVIs, ‘JAMES, Grocer and Spirit Dealer, Kilmarnock. Oct. 23, atl, 

Black Bull Hotel, Portland-st., Kilmarnock. Seg. Oct. 12. 

TayLor, WILLIAM, sometime Wine and Spirit Merchant, now Sales- 
man, Kilmarnock. Oct. 20, at 1, Black Bull Inn, Kilmarnock. Seg. 
Oct. 10. 

Young, Wuu1aM, & ALEXANDER FornEerrycuay, Ship Store and Export 
Provision Merchants, Glasgow. Oct. 20, at 1, Globe Hotel, George-sq, 
Glasgow. Seg. Oct. 12. 








